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INTRODUCTION. 


HEN firſt Dr. Hess Diſſertation 
came abroad, I had not a thought 
of paſſing one ſingle Remark 
upon it in Print, expecting to 
ſee it freely and accurately cxamin'd by much 
abler Hands, and promiſing to my felt the a- 
grecable Entertainment of a Reader, without 
the trouble of a Writer. Neither was I diſ- 
appointed in the Event; for before many 
Months had paſled, I had the pleaſure to ſee 
the Point debatcd lcarnedly and copiouſly by 
ſeveral ingenious Gentlemen, who acquitted 
themſelves ſo well upon the occaſion, as to 
leave very little room for any new Improve- 
ments, and to me, I am ſure, very ſmall En- 
couragement to come after them. But at laſt 
lome Perſons, with whom I have the honour 
to be acquainted, thinking the Subject not quite 
exhauſted, were pleas'd to defire, that 1 would 
atcr into this diſpute, and they by repeated 
mportunities prevailed upon me to engage in 
it. This muſt be my Apology to the Reader 
for troubling him ſo late with my Thoughts 
concerning Phlegon, and to Dr. Sykes for thus 
appcaring againſt him in Publick. 

- IHnar Learned Gentleman out of an ardent 
Zcal for the Service of Chriſtianity is willing 
A 10 
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to remove out of the way, whatever either can be 
prov'd io be falſe, or at beſt cannot be prov'd 10 
te true, Pref. to Def. p. 8. He is firmly of 
opinion, that the Addition of very diſputable, 
if not totally impertinent Teſtimonies does but weak- 
en the Evidence for Chriſtianity, and can never 


poſſibly add any force to what is urged for the 


truth of it. Introd. to Diſſert. p. 5. And here- 
in, I freely acknowledge, he has my concur- 
rence, and who they are, that will oppoſc him 


in it, 1 know not. But I muſt beg leave to ob- 
ſerve on the other ſide, that we are not o- 


bliged upon any Principle to give up a Teſti- 
mony immediately, becauſe it happens to be 
diſputed, or to judge it to be falſe and mmper- 


tinent upon every ſuggeſtion of its being ſo. 


Were this to be the caſe, we mult c'en give 
up the ſtrongeſt Evidences in favour of Chri- 
ſtianity, the Prophecies and Miracles, which at- 
teſt and ſupport it; for all theſe both in a» 
tient and modern times have met with very vio- 
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lent Adverſaries, who have us'd their utmoſt 


Endcavours to wreſt and cxtort them from us 
By which I do not mean to rank the Teſtimony, . 


5 
$ 


which is now the Subject of Debate, with tho{c + 
prime and fundamental Evidences of Chriſtianity, \ | 
upon which it is chiefly built, and muſt foo 
ever reſt; but only to ſhew in general, tha 
the Truth and Validity of Teſtimonies and Evi i 


dences does not depend on the Aſſent or Diſſen 


of particular Perſons, but on their own rea | 


Weigh! 
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7% Weight and Authority. We ſee every Day 
| ſuch amazing Inſtances of Heatneſs, Blinaneſs, 
Fancy, and Extravagancy in Men, that were 
we to take our eſtimate of things from thence 
alone, we could hardly admit one Truth in a 
. thouſand as certain and idiſputable. I would 
not deny in the mean time, that ſome Truths 
there are, and tome Teſtimonies and Evidences, 
which a Man may doubt of and diſpute with- 
out incurring Reproaches or hurting his Re- 
| putation among judicious Men, if he does it 
with Caudour and Modeſty. Neither am I un- 
willing to allow, that the Teſtimony of Phle- 
gon now before us is of ſuch a kind; and I 
am ſenſible, that conſiderable Men have pub- 
lo. liſhed their Doubts of it before Dr. Sykes. It 
% is not eſteem'd (by any one that I know of) 
ni” one of the grand and principal Supports of 
at. Chriſtianity, the removal of which would ſhake 
#7 the whole Superſtructure; neither is it ſuppo- 
10 ſed to carry ſuch a dazzling and irrcſiſtible 
aol! | Light with it, that a Man cannot ditown it 
us without ſhutting his eyes. No. This is not 


02, 
, what any one contends for. It is urged only 


ole as collateral and ſupernumerary Evidence, to 
it) confirm and illuſtrate What is fully and ſuf- 
fo ficiently eſtabliſhed upon other Authorities. And 
tha as it may have its value and ſubordinate uſcs 

in this view, I do not think it neceſſary whol- 
ſen ly to diſcard and renounce it, while Reaſon 
and Criticiſm appear to me to favour and de- 
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fend it. It is worth conſidering with ſome {/ 
degree of Care and Attention as a celcbratcdggy 
Pallage in Hiſtory, and worth diſputing Withehen 
ſome degree of Zcal and Earneſtneſs, as it mayeg | 
ſerve to corroborate and adorn the Goſpel, Whatteg 
farther encourages me to offer ſomething con- con 
cerning Phlegen, is the great Regard, whiclyggs 
Men of the higheſt Character for Learning Ext 
Penetration, and Judgment have all alongygt 
exprels'd towards it, and continue to cxprelSknc 
at this day. Such were Grotins*, Huetins ®,ph/, 
Tillemonte, and Reiandd, and ſuch now livingpen 
are Fabriciusæ and Molſius t; be ſides many others, tak 
that I could name. Men ſo eminently diſtin- int 
guiſbed as theſe are in the Learned World, 
declaring in favour of PHlegon, notwithſtanding | 
the Scruples and Exceptions of Kepler, Voſſius, 
Bayle, and Baſaaze, incline me to think, that 
Phlegon may yet be defended with good grace 
cven againſt the Learned Dr. Sykes, who ſeems, 

as far as I can diſcern, to argue pretty much 
in their way and upon the ſame Hypotheſis. 


a Grot. in Matt. c. XXVII. v. 46. 

b Huet. Demonit. Evang. Propoſ. 111. | 

c Memoires Tom. I. Notes XXXV. Sur N. S. Jeſus Chriſt. 

d Reland, Paleſtin. Huſt. Tom. I. cap. V. 

e Quanquam Chronologicis quibuſdam Difficultatibus permoti 
quidam Viri Dodtitimi de alia Eclipfi loqui Phlegontem exiſti- 
mint. nun tamen uſque ade explorat e mihi videntur ilhrum 
R. tiones, ut non malim weteribus nfſentiri, cum certiſſi mum fit 
Fhlegentem etiam alia de Rebus Chriſti & judæorum Chronico 
tuo inſeruiſſe. Fabric. Biblioth. Græc. Lib. IV. c. 13. 

Curæ Criticæ & Philolog. Tom. I. p. 405. 


As 
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Mc As to the Chineſe Accounts of an extraor- 
itedqinary Darkneſs in antient times, I ſhall leave 
viththem to thoſe who are better Judges and great- 
mayer Admirers of them. I would not undertake 
'hattg diſpute about Hiſtories, which I cannot 
ON-eanſult my ſelf, and of which all my Know- 
ucl Jedge mult be fetched from the Relations and 
ing Extracts of Travellers. My Buſineſs is only 
ongywith Greet and Latin Writers; who are better 
clown, and more caſily examined. And as 
4s „ phleg on has no relation to the Chineſe or de- 
inggendance upon them, he may well enough be 
ers, taken ſeparately from them, and may now be 


tin · introduced without further ceremony. 
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PHLEGON 


Examined c. 


I, 


HLEGON was born at 7ralles a City 
of Lyaia, and when he grew up be- 
came a Libertus or Freedman of the Em- 
peror Aarian a. Some had reported, 
as Suidas® informs us, that he was a Libertus 
of the Emperor Auguſtus. But this was a great 
miſtake, and has been fully diſproved by Learn- 
ed Mcen<© from Phlegoz himſelf. He was a 
Man much eſteem'd for his Learning, and the 
Works which he publiſhed. Among other 


' Pieces, of which there is a Catalogue and Cri- 


tical Account in Fabricius d, he wrote one of 
more Note and Eminence than the reſt, en- 
tituled. OAuummray x Xpoyinay owrywyn®, Or 4 
Corowological Account of the Victors at the Olym- 


bY 


pic Gawes, and of all the moſt remarkable Occur- 
rences, which happened in every Olympiad, begin-| 


* 


* 


a Spartian in Hadrian. cap. 16. Vopiſcus in Saturnin. cap. 
VII Phot. Cod. 97 

b Suid. v. Oatyer, 

c Salmaſ. in Spartian. Hadrian, cap. 16. Voſtus. Hiſtor. 
Grec: Lib. 2. c. 11. 

d Fabric. Biblioth. Græc. L. IV. c. XII. 

e Ap Phot, Cod. 97. 


ning 
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ning with the 1ſt Olympiad, and nine 

| down to the 229th, in ſixteen Books f. This, 
it one may judge from the taſte which Pho- 
ſius has given us of it, muſt have been a very 

| uſeful and valuable Work, and of great ſer- 
vice towards ſettling many Points in Antient 
Chronology. But unfortunately for us, theſe 
Books arc not now cxtant, and nothing but 

a few Fragments (of which the Paſſage now 

in diſpute is one) and notices of them remain, 


juſt enough to make us lament the irreparable 
N- loſs of the reſt. How long they were in be- 
d, ing, before they were totally loſt, cannot now 
4s (I think,) be determined with any certainty. 
at We know they were extant in Photiuss time. 
n who lived in the Ninth Century, becauſe he 
4 had them in his own hands, made conſider— 
e 


able extracts out of them, and as he tells us 
er himſelfs, had read, when he wrote his Biblio- 


ri. theca, as far as the 177th Olympiad. It ſcems 
of evident likewiſe from Swidas, that he too had 


ſcen them entire. For he tells us the number 
4 of Books in the whole Work, and in what 


* | Olympiad they end, and uſes the word s of 
„them as of Books then cxtant, without the 
n. leaſt hint of their being loſt either in whole 


or in part at that time. 


f Exęs Ves Oνν j, ug c Sisal 480. ta gt pi Tis o Os 
or. Wwpred) Te Tegxyom marmx;s, Suid, 


g Ubi ſupra. 


Now 
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8 Ape of Suidas, 

Now the Age of Suidas, which has ſo of- 
ten been the ſubject of diſpute among the 
Criticks, I would not pretend to fix cxactly. 
But I am of opinion, that he compos'd his 
Lexicon in the latter end of the tenth Centu— 
ry or in the beginning of the eleventh, betore 
A. D. 1025. For in one place h he ſpeaks of 
Baſilius and Conſlantinus as then reigning at 
Conſtantinople, who ſucceeded Foarnes Eimiſces 
in the Throne A. D. 975. and reigned toge- 
ther till the year 1025. I am {ſenſible that 
ſome very Learned and j udicious Men Gerard 


Voſſius i and Fabricius * have placed him in the 


latter end of the 11th Century. And Fabri- 
cius urges two Paſſages of Stuidas *, Where Mi- 
chael Pſellus is quoted. That Author had de- 
dicated | a Book (now extant in MS. in the King 
of France's Library) to Michael Ducas Son of Con- 
ſtantine Ducas, between the years 1071 and 
1078. And this Book of his has the very 
words to which Suidas refers; and to make the 
Argument the ſtronger, theſe Paſſages are re- 
tained in the oldeſt Manuſcripts of S#/das, that 
Kuſter conſulted. To all which I could add, 


h Toy an OT 0 To 0x17 pe Ti; Bao Ae Po ppoticy Ba ciel 2 
Kerns F TopPupgariter. Suidas v. Kavrrnrs mag. 

i Voff. de Hiſtor Grxc. Lib. 2. c. 26. 

k Fabric. Biblioth. Græc. Tom. IX. p. 626. 

* Suidas v. Atprps. V. Hoyrges, 

] The Title of the Book in the MS. Is, 2 as follows, AA LOT 
Gt gi oP av 2 ⁰ν,νẽju CEA TROY FT men uus, auroſuimn 1 eg 
Toy £020£;270y Bnul d xvgacy Mixana Tov Agrg» aoeo5w'y por Oo 
r Harpèg ors 4, Bugiatuws, Fabric. ubi ſup. p. 625. 
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Ape of Suidas, 9 
that Suidas m has tranſcribed a Paſſage verbatim 
from Xphiline, who publiſh'd an Epitome of 
Dion Caſſius. And this Xiphiline did not write 
before the year 1070. But upon conſidering 
the Evidence on both ſides, the Chronological 
Paſlage above appears to me of the greateſt 
weight, For this cannot eaſily be accounted 
for on any other ſuppoſition, but that Suidas 
himſelf was the Author of it. Whereas the 
other might be added by ſome later Writer, 
as we know ſeveral Paſſages certainly are. 
Another Argument in favour of my Hypo- 
theſis I may take from our moſt eminent Cri- 
tick Dr. Bentley n. He obſerves, that Suidas 
calls Symeon Metaphraſtes paxzerrs of bleſſed 
memory, which appcllation he believes is never 
uſed in Greek, but of Perſons not long dead, and 
within the memory of him that ſays it. Now 
this Symeon, he ſays, was in Office under Leo, 
who died 58 years, before Sidas's Chronology ends, 
and conſequently flouriſh'd in the former part 
of the rtoth Century. From whence it ap- 
pears improbable, that S»/4zs ſhould write a- 
bove an hundred years after Symeer; as hie muſt 
have done, if he livd towards A. D. 1100. 
For theſe reaſons I chuſe with Dr. Cave® and 
Dr. Bentley to place Suidas under the Emperors 


Baſilius and Conſtantinns, 


m Suidas v. Aue. 
n Dr. Bentley's Difſertat, on Phalaris. Þ; 22, 23» 
o Cave Hiltor. Litcrar. p. 537. 


THUs 


— — — — JP 
-_ — — — — 


— 


— 2 2 — 


— 


. VEE 


21 


8 = . 4 4 N p 
10 State of the Qieſſion. 


Tuus far we may trace ihe Chronological 
Works of Phlegen; but how long they were 
preſerv'd beyond this time, I KNOW not, nci- 
ther is it very matcrial at pretent to enquire. 
It may ſuffice to have ſaid fo much in gene- 
ral of Phlegon and his Works, as may ſerve to 
prepare the way for what follows, and be of 
uſe in judging of ſome anticnt Authorities to 
be produced hercaitcr. 


II. 


Now the Queſtion between me and Dr. 
Sjkes is maniſciily this. vis. Whether that re- 
markable Eclipſe, which is mentioned by Phle- 
gon in a certain Fragment of his Ohmpiads, has 
any relation to the darkneſs, which happened 
at our Saviour's Paſſion. Dr. Ses has thought 


fit to maintain the Negative. For the proof 


of which, one or other of theſe two things 
myſt be alledgcd. Either iſt. That the year 
of Phlegeus Eclipſe, according to the common 
reading of his icxt, docs not coincide with 
the true year of our Saviour's Paſlion. Or 2d. 


That the preſent Text of Phlegon with regard 


to the ycar of his Eclipſe is faulty in the com- 
mon editions, and that another reading of it 
is certainly genuine. This alternative is ad- 
mitted on all ſides. Now the thing, upon 
which Dr. S. chuſes to build his Hypotheſis, 
is thc ad of the two abovementioned. He al- 

lows, 
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State of the Queſtion. 11 


| lows, that the year of Phlcgon's Eclipſe accord- 


ing to the common reading of the Text does 


| really coincide with the truc year of our Sa— 


viours Paſſion; and declares morcover, that 


| were we ſure, this was the true reading of Phle— 
gon, there could be no diſpute. 
therefore of Phlegon is what Dr. S. is 
to diſpute, and upon this alone he has reſted 


The reaamn 2 
pleaſed 


the merits of the whole Controverly. Here 


| then is the grand and neceſlary Point, which 
; muſt now be debated; and if we can clearly 


and ſolidly vindicate the preſent reading of 
Phlegon, Dr. S. I am perſwaded from his known 
Candor and Ingcnuity, will own himſelf ef— 


fectually confuted, and will wot be / 


orry to 


have this additional Teſtimony unqueſtionable d. 
THE way, which I ſhall take to dciend 
Phlegon, is that which is always made uſe of 
in theſe caſes, and is ſuch as all Criticks re- 
quire and acquieſce in, being indeed the only 
one that can properly be made uſe of in di- 


ſputes of this kind. 


It is to be remembered, 


that the Paſſage of Phlegon now, before us, is 
only a ſmall Fragment of a large and noble 
Work, which ſome antient Writers have pre- 


ſerv'd down to us. 


So that ro know, what 


the Paſſage it ſelf is, and what is the true and 
genuine reading of it, our buſineſs muſt be to 


p Diſſert. p. 48. 
q Introduct. p. 6. 
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12 Antient Teſtimonies. Euſebius. 


conſult thoſe antient Writers, and to examine, 
how it ſtands at preſent in them. 


; III. 

1. ThE firſt Writer, that gives us the Paſ- 
ſage in the very words (avTois pe) of Phles 
gon, is Euſebius", and it runs thus, Td J. eres 
Tys 0G, Odvumddes tyerero txAunis M HEYITN 
F eyvoeraptruy mermrien Kai IF wen kx us 
zulęæs tywem, der % dtp O Beard φ 
Teo al piyas ν,̈l. Bu T mANG This Ni- 
JA las x . In the fourth ear of the 
202d Olympiad there happened an Eclipſe of the 
Sun the greateſt that had been obſerv/d before, 
And there was Night at the ſixth hour of the 
day, ſo that the Stars appeared in the Heavens. 
And (at the fame time) a great Earthquake 


overthrew a great part of (the City) of Nice, 


You ſee, this Eclipſe and Earthquake mention- 
ed by Phlegon is ſaid to have happened in the 
fourth year of the 202d Olympiad, the very 
year in which Dr. Sykes* himſelf places the 
Paſſion of our Saviour Chriſt, 

Nov that 4, tru is the true reading of Phle- 
gon in Euſcbins, is clear beyond all exception 
from the Latin Verſion of this Paſſage of Eu- 
ſebius compoſed by Ferom*®, and that of Ana- 


r Apud Syncell. p. 325. 

Diſſertat. p. is 2 

t Qarto autem anno CCLII, Olympiadis magna & excellens 
8 | inter 
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4 


Paſius Bibliothecariusu avout the year 870. Both 
theſe Writers have quarto anno Olympiad, 2023 
and their Tranſlations muſt be look d upon as 
two diſtinct Originals, and not as it one was 


only a tranſcript from the other, For tho” 


they both tranſlate the ſame Paſſage of Enſe- 


bius, yet their Tranſlations of it are very dif- 


ferent, as any one may ſee, that will but caſt 
his eye upon them in the Margin. Add to 
this, that all the MSS. of Sucellus, which Goar 
tonſulted, agree in expreſſing the Greet nume- 


ral 9. 


Tax Learned Kepler endeavouring to free 


his own Hypotheſis from ſome difficulties ari- 
ing from Phlegon, trifles exceedingly upon this 
allage of Euſebius. When Calviſius objected 
to him Ferom's quarto anno, his anſwer® to 
him is, But hat if Jerom himſelf was miſtaken ? 
There is great room, lays he, for ſuſpecting, that 
he particle N was miſtaken by him for the nume- 
ral letter d. Why ſo? Did Ferom know ſo 


nter omnes, quæ ante eam acciderant, Defectio Solis faQta 3 
Ties hori ſextà ita in tenebroſam noctem verſus, ut ſtellæ in cælo 
viſe ſint, terræque motus in Bithynia Nicææ Urbis multas ædes 
Jubverterit, Hieron. Chron. Lat. 


u Porro guarto anno ducenteſimæ ſecundæ Olympiadis facta 


it Defectio Solis maxima, & nox hora ſexti Diei facta eſt, ita 
Þt etiam ſtellæ in cœlo apparerent. Terræ motus etiam magnus 


n Bithynia factus plurima Niczz ſubyertit. Anaſtaſ. Hiſtor. 


Eccl. p. 14. Ed. Par. 


Hieronymus, inquis, vertit anno quarto? Quid igitur ſi & 


Ipſe eſt hallueinatus? Magna ſuſpicio eſt voculam 9: pro nume- 
ö ali perperàm ſumptam. Kepler. Eclog. Chron. p. 87. 


little 


14 Kepler's Exceptions Anfwer d. 


little of Greek, as not to be able to Ciſlinguiſh 
one from the other? But the ground of this 


ſulpicion, it ſeems, is *, that Jerom read plain | 
ly 20t To A e, but To * A 4e as appears 
by his quarto auicm an, A notable Argu- 
ment indecd! Becauſe he read the particle Jy ! 
in Euſebias therefore he did not read allo the 
numeral d Wonderful Logic this, and wor- 
thy to great a Philoſopher! I ſhould be glad 
to know from any Advocate for Kepler theſe 
two things, 

Iſt. IF upon his ſuppoſition, there were no 
numeral q. but only the particle & in Euſebius, 
how Ferom came by his autem and quarto too? | 
Surely he could not give us both autem and 
quarto for a Latin Tranſlation of one ſingle 
particle G. Ven | | 

2. How Ferom can here be ſuſpected of 
having miſtaken & for the numeral d., when 
tis plain that in this very place he tranſlates. 
the particle M by autem. What? could Jerom 
be right and wrong about the ſame particle at 
the ſame time? This to me is very ſtrange and 
incredible. | 

Bur ſtill the Greek Text of Euſebius, ſays 


4 


Kepler y, is very ambiguous and uncertain, For 


x Nam $i ponderes verba Hieronymi, 2uarte autem anno, 
= conſtabit ipſum legiſſe non A d. irs but mw d d. ire, 
id, | | 
y Grezcus Euſebii textus ambiguus eſt & lubricus. Neſcias? 


enim Quario anno, an ſimpliciter, anno vc Olymp. CCLI. legas. 
. F muy 8 
; Jo 
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I firſt year of that Olympiad. 
the anticnt Greeks never ſpeak in this manner. 


you cannot tell, whether you ought to read it, in 


the fourth year, or, But iu the year of the 2024 
Olympiad, Then, ſay I, there is no ſuch thing 
And 


Kepler's Exceptions Anfwer'd. 1 5 
| 


as ccrtainty in any Paſſage of Euſebius. 


Scaliger might as well have ſaved himſelf the 
trouble of publiſhing an Edition of him. But 


ray what is it, that makes the Greet Text of 


Euſebius ſo ambiguous and uncertain ? Are not 
| Syacellus and Jerom and Anaſtaſius ſufficient to 
eſtabliſh the d. and the quarto anno? And is 


there any Authority for Ts 5s tr« without a 
numeral, beſides a random conjccture ? It barc 
ſuſpicions can overthrow fuch weighty Autho- 


rities, neither Euſebius, nor the Canon of P7o- 
lemy, nor any other Chronological Writer is 


{afc. 
Bur after all what is to be done with plain 


1 M tru, when the numeral d. is ſtruck out: 
| Why, it ſeems, it is to ſignify the year when 


the 202d Olympiad was celebrated, or the 
I an(wer, that 


They always inſcrt a numeral to cxpreſs the 
firſt year of an Olympiad, as well as any other. 


{And therefore Dr. Sykes percciving that Kepler 
was in ſome diſtreſs, endeavours to help him 
out by an eaſy ſolution of his own. If Phlegon, 
I lays he, deſigned the Eclipſe in the firſt year of 
the 202d Olympiad, the Greet Text of Euſe- 
1s. I bins is to be corrected by the ſmalleſt alteration 


Able in the Greek numbers, ty putting an A in- 
| ſtead 
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fend of a A2. Very true, if Phlegon deſigned | 


gear of the 2024 Olympiad there happened an E. 


fore &c. We may obſerve here, how em- 


16 Chronicon Paſchale. 


any ſuch thing. But how docs it appear, that} 
ke did ſo? Till that be ſhewn, let us keep the 
numeral A which is antient and well atteſted, 
rather than admit another which has no foun- 
dation in Antiquity. | 

II. To confirm the quotation of Exſebins, 
the Chronicon Paſchale otherwiſe called the 
Chronicon Alexandrinum cites Phlegon twice in 


the ſame form, introducing him with e 


That the Pagans had taken notice of this year, 
(the year of the Paſſion) mentioning expreſſly an 
Earthquake as happening at the time, and parti. 
cularly Phlegon zhe Collector of Olympiads. For: 
in his XIIlth Book he ſays thus. In the fourth 


clipſe of the Sun, the greateſt of any known be. 


\ 
4 


phatically this Author ſpeaks of Phlegon, and 


: 

2 Diſſertat. p. 73, 74. | 

a Kai of g d Tov che mobo zom u H, er Ae 4. 
mrs re ce voor, Y nar ttaicer O 6 rws O. 
au ove gay, Arya yep Ob TH wy avy [paw man, ovrws.. 
Ta 9¹ TETAPTN £74 Ti; 05. Ov p]iedes bu A Hats . 
zen F uc Eve! pr Kad vf a zA 76 1 men, 
an r G5iex; cs Sa Parng, Teig st wiyng xarx Brivvic 


as 
cd 


v , VAYTA O AHANOFIE ANHP, ee +5 mpalttov Th 
ee 75 Haig, Chron, Paſchal. p. 219. | 

O ag TUG NA 2,0999Y/puPo; inence Mazyir, 6 Ta; Ov macs 
TE Una, Az wv. To 9 TETAPTQ irs Ti 05, Ohvwminds, tyiven 
zx Aut HAis Wo E.59 T u re 2 505 wee try 77 
vuigaus ita, ag © @5 520% £y cb Oaryvy' or T4957 W345 K T 
Bid uvi aw er fue r an 22755 Nix nig xen v toi 1. Tad 
NAD, Af. Ibid. p. 222, Ed, Cang. 


how 


63 


fir 


c 


how little room there is to doubt, that he 
tranſcribed theſe words of Phlegon from Phlegor 
himſelf. And what is farther remarkable, he 
Jexpreſles in both places the fourth year not by 
the numeral A but by zTapre at length, which 
makes any miſtake in the number leſs caſy 
and leſs probable, His repetition likewiſe of the 
ſame words, as an ingenious Writer has well 
obſerved b, muſ? 


IC 


Chronicon Paſchale. 17 


be lool d upon as a confirmation 
of the Authority, tho in the ſame Book, becauſe 


ſit ſhews, that in the firſt Text there was no acci- 


aental miſtake. 
I muſt farther obſerve to the Reader, that 


theſe Teſtimonies of the Chronicon Paſchale are 


probably much more antient, than they are 
commonly ſuppoſed and repreſented. The 


gencrality of Writers thruſt down this Chro- 
nicon in groſs without any diſtinction as low 
as the 7th Century. Whereas we are inform- 
cd by the laſt Learned Editor of it Dwufreſze e, 


that it is really made up of two parts, com- 


poſed by different Authors at different times. 


o. The firſt begins with Adam and ends A. D. 
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354. in the XVIIth of the Emperor Cœnſſautius, 
the ſecond continues it down from that year, 


to the XXth of the Emperor Heraciins A. D. 
630. And this diſcovery of Daſreſue is con- 
firmed by the great Fabricius l. Now the Je- 


b Letter to Dr. Sykes p. 12. 
© Prxfat. ad Chron. Paſchal. p. VIII. 
d. Fabric, Biblioth, Græc. Tom. VI. p. 142, 
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18 Joannes Philoponus. 


ſſimonies cited above from the Chronicon are 
extant in the former part of it, and conſe- 
quently are not to be placed lower than A. D. 
354, a few years after Euſebius. Theſe Cit-? 
cumſtances of the Chronicon Paſchale lead me 
to wonder, why Dr. Sykes, who profeſſes e zo f 
have collected and faithfully repreſented to the 
Reader the principal if net all the Paſſages, which} o 
relate to Phlcgon's Teſtimony, among the Antients, ls 
Mould paſs this over without the leaſt notice 
in his Diſſertation. For is not this one of the) þ 
Principals the Doctot talks of? or, was he not]t 
apprized of ſuch a Book? or, could he wilful- 
ly omit it, as being ſo ſtrong and expreſs a. 
gainſt him? or, what was the reaſon of it? ! 
For my part I will not pretend to determine; c 
the Doctor is the only Perſon that can ex | 
plain it. | 
III. A zd Writer among the Greeks, that has 
quoted the fame Paſſage of Phlegon is Foanne:) © 
Thiloponus f, who flouriſh'd about the year 6 2 
He too with the Authors produced above appear: | Y 


Fry"? 


very plainly to have read in Phlegon TwT4pra} & 
” — * 
re the fourth ycar of Ol. 202. For ſo he has] 
ſe 
= In 
e Introduct. to Diſſert. p. 6. u 

f Tury di red andres, 14% ney 0: Tis ours TTY, x) PAY wy i ' 
all O09 tw a. Ass Vp, n TH Jreurigw 179 Thy dl i 
mers ur igæg Ov mus, 27 ir „„ KA tien T cw (del: C 
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aste © £2414 Sat-. Philoponus in Geneſin. Lib, II, cap, 21 
P· 33. | 


4 
4 
o 
\ 


it] 


aL 


—— W's 
F< 


Hiftoria Miſcella. Freculphus. 19 


it expreſſly in one places, putting T:pr at 

are length, and forming a Chronological Calcula- 
nſe- tion upon it. It is truc, that in the firſt Paſ- 
D. ſage quoted in the Margin, we find Swrtew ac- 
Cit-Jcording to the preſent Edition of him, but I 
me } {hall prove below from Philoponns himſelf, that 
© 707 this reading is only a corruption in his Copy. 
the THESE are all the antient Greeks, who have 

hich quoted profeſſedly the original words of Phle- 
ents.) gon K. But beſides theſe of the Greeks, and Fe- 
tice | m and Anaſtaſius of the Latins produced a- 
the bove, I may ſubjoin two more Latin Writers, 
not the Author of the Hiſtoria Miſcella about the 
lfu ycar 794i, and Freculphus Lexovienſjs* about 
S a. 824. Both theſe have cited PHlegon in their 
it! Hiſtories, and both expreſs in their Tranſlations 
ine; of his words the fourth year of Olympiad 202. 
ex. Upon all which Teſtimonies I ſhall make a 


t has | g Ty d T (Oroiv 6 Dazywr) vopiiny iv W TETAPTA. try 
; Th G bur igas Oνe⁰u⁸. Id. ibid P. 89. 
Aue. ' * [ take no notice of Malela and Maximus, becauſe though they 
GOO. } Loth quote Phlegon, yet they do it negligently, and not in the words 
care | of Phlegon himSelf. 
F i Scribens inter cæteros autem & Ph/egon in tertio decimo 
pT fermone 7i/dem verbis aſſerit hæc. Porro quarto anno ducenteſi ma 
has iecunde Olympiadis facta eſt deſectio Solis maxima, & nox hora 
| ſexta diei facta eſt: ita ut etiam ſtellæ in cœlo apparerent. Terræ 
motus etiam magnus in Bithynia factus plurimam Nicææ partem 
urbis ſubvertit. Hiſtor. Miſcell. Lib. VII. p. 227. 
n d k Scribit verd ſuper his & Phligon, qui Olympiadum egregius 
dus ſupputator eſt, in XIII Libro ita dicens; Quarto autem anno 
(del: 4 CCII Olympiadis, magna & excellens inter omnes, qui ante eam 
45 & | acciderant, defectio Solis facta eſt diei hora ſexta &, PFreculph. 


p. 21 Chron, Tom. II. Lib. I. c. 6. 


i 


C 2 few 


= 


— — — 


—— was 


DO *** W —2— 


— 
— 


* 
— * 2 
— 
= —— 
— — 


= 2 
- I _— - 
—_— 
— 
_- — — 


20 Obſervations on 


few Remarks, before I proceed to conſider Dr. 1 
H less Objections. | 
iſt. Ir is proper to obſerve, that all theſe is 
Greek and Latin Writers, that quote and txan-% 
ſlate this Paſlage of Phlegon, lived while the 
Works of Phlegon were yet in being. For they 
all flouriſhed before the 10th Century, till K 
which time I have ſhewn above, that Phlezon's T 
Works were extant, From whence it is plain, " 
that al: theſe antient Teſtimonics may be 
called original oncs, that is, ſuch as might have 
been taken from Phlego himſelf; and there- 
fore muſt not be diſcredited as mere 7rarſcripts c- 
of one Author from another, becauſe theſe a1 
Writers were all Men of Learning, and capa- b 
ble of conſulting that Author, and no one itt 
can prove, that they did not in fact conſult A 
him. I am aware of one Objection to ſome et 
of the Latins, that their Tranſlations are 4 0 
moſt the ſame verbatim, and therefore that h 
they only copied one from another without tl 
ever looking into Phlegow, This perhaps may b 
be ſaid of Anaſtaſius and Freculphus, the firſt *{« 
following the Author of Hiſloria Miſcella or in 
Paulus Warnefriaus, and the other Ferom. But lo 
this ſort of Argument (though frequently made ſe 
ulc of) does not ſcem to me very ſolid and 7 
concluſive. For why is it neceſſary that a Man 


tl 


ſhould not have ſeen the Original of an Au- 
thor, becauſe he cites another's Tranſlation of 
him? Might he not quote a Latin Tranſlation 

in 


eee 


Antient Teſtimonies. 21 
Dr. p a particular Paſſage, becauſe he found it 
very juſt and agrecable to the Original? And 
heſe is not this done by the molt Icarned and ac- 
ran: curate Moderns, who cannot juſtly be ſuſpected 
the either of negligence or incapacity ? And as to 
they theſe two Writers in particular, Anaſtaſius is 
till known to have been a Scholar, 77r erat, ſays 
gon Dr. Cave, pro evi ſui genio nequaquam inæoclus; 
ain, % utriuſque linguæ ſcrentiam tenuit, & cum 
be brimariis Secul: Viris, Photio ac Hincmaro, arctam 
lave ſalis amicitiam coluit l. Beſides which, he was 
ere· qualified ſufficiently by his Office of Bibliothe- 
ripts carius or Library-Keeper at Rome for a curious 
neſe and diligent ſearch after Books, and very pro- 
apa - bably was prefer'd ,to that Office for his ex- 
one traordinary abilities in point of Literature. 
ſult And as to Freculphus, he too was a Man of 
me eminence in the Weſtern Church, and more- 
4; over aſſures us himſelf, that the Paſſages, which 
that he quotes by name from anticnt Writers whe- 
out ther Profane or Eccleſiaſtical, are repreſented 
nay by him as he found them in the Authors them- 
firſt ſelves; Sententias illorum, ſays he, aſſumpſi, ut 
or in ſuis habentur libris m. If ſo, it is certainly 
But not improbable, that he conſulted Phlegon him- 
ade ſelf, tho' in his Latin Hiſtory he has adopted 
and Ferom's Tranſlation of one Paſſage of him. 
lan 2. I would obſerve, that here are no leſs 
Au- than ſeven anticnt Writers three Greek and 


| of - I Cave, Hiſtor. Liter. Tom. I. p. 559, 
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22 Obſervations on 


four Latin, all concurring in one uniform re- 
preſentation of a Fragment of Phlegon, and in 
one reading of a controverted numeral. A 
number very extraordinary, and of great weight 
in the preſent caſe! There is not, I believe, 
one antient Chrozological Fragment in a hun-. 
dred (of thoſe which are now extant) ſo well & 
atteſted and ſupported as this of Phlegon. Few n 
there are among the many hundreds, that may jr 
now be collected from Greek Antiquity Pro- 
fane and Eccleſiaſtical, that have more than 
one Writer to reſt upon; a great majority of 
them depend upon a fi angle evidence; and *'*) 
Men of Learning will, I dare ſay, think I X 
ſpeak too much within compaſs, when I call 
this Fragment of Phlegon thus confirmed and il- 
luſteated only one of a hundred. Now tis c 
plain and indiſputable fact, that Chronological | © 
Fragments of much inferior Authority as to k 
Evidence, many that are quoted but by one © 
Writer and that but once, others not ſup- 
ported by more than two or three, are often | 
alledged by Men of the greateſt erudition and : \ 
skill in Criticiſm, to prove and ſettle many 
important points in antient Hiſtory. And that 
even in thoſe, which abound with numerals | © 
much more than this of Phlegon, and even in 
oppoſition to the Teſtimonies of other antient þ 

f 


Authors, who are ſtill preſerved entire and un- 
queſtionable. Inſtances of this, were it neceſ. 
ary to be proved, would fill a volume. Now 

it 


Antient Teſtimonies. 23 


To f Fragments of this kind meet with ſo much 

A regard from the Learned, if they carry ſo 
ght great an Authority with them, and are eſteem- 
2 d of ſo ſignal uſe and conſequence to the 
un. Critical World, ſurely this Fragment of Phle- 
vell Lon, ſurrounded with ſo glaring an Evidence, 


e muſt deſerve an equal if not vaſtly greater 
nay regard, from every candid and judicious Cri- 


* lick. Or on the other ſide, if fo bright an 
han Evidence cannot ſecure the Text of this Frag- 


of ment of Phlegon, ſure I am, that we may een 
and ſet aſide many hundreds of valuable Fragments, 
I Which are now in repute, and reject many no- 
call ble concluſions that are formed upon them. 
il. 3- IT is a maxim in Criticiſm generally re- 
tis ceived and allowed, that where the very words 
ea!“ of an Author are expreſſſy and profeſſedly 
to laid down in any antient Writer, tuch Copy 
or Repreſentation of them is to be followed, 
park we than fany looſe and general account of 
ten them in others. Thus in the caſe before us, 
when Euſebius, the Chronicon Paſchale, and Phi- 
| ports declare that ſuch and ſuch are the very 
har words of Phlegon, we ought not to ſet up in 
| oppoli tion to them the looſe and imperfect 
| Citations in Aſticauus, or Malelas, or Maximus. 
And the reaſon is plain, becauſe there is ma- 
nifeſtly much greater evidence from the for- 
ceſ. mer concerning PHe gens original words, than 
from the latter. 


in 


4 4. 


24 Objetions removed. . 

4. As we are furniſhed from the Writers 
abovementioned with ſuch direct and poſitive 
proof of Phlezon's Words, ſuch as very rarely 
attends any Fragment of Antiquity, mere con- 
jectures, ſurmiſes, and ſuſpicions are of no ſort 
of weight and ſignificancy. For if theſe were 
allowed to overthrow ſuch clear and explicit 
Anthoritics, the Criticks would find it very 
difficult, if not utterly impoſſible, to ſecure the 
Text of any antient Author from Cavil and ex- 
ception. . 
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HAavinG ſaid thus much by way of Preli- 
minary Remark, I come now to conſider what 
Þ Dr. Sykes has objected to our preſent reading 7 
1 of Phlezon, And here one would naturally ex- 6 
it, pect to ice our quotations of Phlegor confront- 

i cd with others as full and expreſs, bearing 
j plainly very different Years or Olympiads, and 
l of much ſuperior Authority. But natural as 
| it is to expect {ſomething of this kind, Dr. &. 


Wa ͤ ˙ ene oth 2 PO 
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e hed 


intends no ſuch thing; his Evidence is chiefly | 
of the preſumptive and conjectutal kind, not 
poſitive and direct; and his Authors ſay little 
\M themſelves, but are taught to ſpeak by his ſa- 
f gacious Interpretations of them. 

# Dr. Hlesn begins with producing Julius A. 
1 fricanus, who in a Fragment of his preſcry'd F 
| 
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Africanus confidered. 25 


Itets 
itive by Hellus ſpeaks thus. Phlegon . % us that 
rely in the Reign of Tiberius Cæſar, (at full Moon) 
con- there was à total Eclipſe of the Sun from the ſixth 
{ort [our (to the ninth.) Tis plain he ſpeaks of this®, 


verc (of the darkneſs at the Paſſion.) The Reader, 
licit I dare ſay, docs not diſcern immediately, how 
'cry Fulius Africanus here is repugnant with Eufe- 
the ius and the others above. Africanus ſays, Phic- 
| ex- gon tells us of a total Eclipſe in the Reign of Tibe- 
17145, and Phlegon in Euſebius ſays the ſame. Afre- 
canus mentions no particular year of Tiberius 
Reign or Olympiad, therefore Africanus ſays no- 
thing againſt the 4th ycar of Olymp. 202. in Eu- 

eli · ſelius. But till Africanus is againſt Fuſebius, for as 
hat the Doctor argues pv, tho Africanus has not named 
ing the year, yet by his application of Phlegon's E- 
ex · | clipſe to the death of Chriſt, tis plain he ſuſpo- 
nt- | ſed it to be in the ſame year. And if 4 Phle— 
ing | gon's Eclipſe was the ſame time of the year, that 
ind Africanus conceiv'd the death of Chriſt to be wn, 
as tis evident, he muſt ſuppoſe it io have been in 
g. the fifteenth year of Tiberius, i. e. it muſt have 
fly een not in the 4th year of the 202d Olympiza, 
ot but in the 4th year of the 201ſt, So that it 
tle | ſeems Africanus does certainly contradict Zſe- 
ſa - ius, tho' not in expreſs words, yet by a ne- 
ceſſary conſequence. In the lame manner had 


4 o Davey men tn Tissen Kaime®» ty Tavor7.nw dare Aer 

d 2 Ele, THAGaw Gra Weng ir ne H νẽje‘ FAY @ TRIS, 
| African. ap Syncell. p. 322. 
p Diflert. p. 15. 

by A Ibid, p. 17, 

D the 


years of the Olympiads and thoſe of Tiberius 


26 Objefions removell. L 


the Learned Baſuager argued upon this Sub: c 
jet. Put really to me both Dr. Sykes and ir 
Baſnage icem to have drawn concluſions, which gc 
are very illogical and precarious. For if anyJc 
other good reaſons can be aſſigned of this ap- 
plication of Phlegon by Africans, be ſides that [ 
which the Doctor has given, then his cannot it 
be prov'd to be the only true and neceſſary 
onc, and it will not, I think, appcar indiſpu- 4 
table from thence, that Africanuss reading of 

Thlegon was different from that of Euſebius. 

Now 1 fay, and may reaſonably ſuppoſe, that 

Africanus might apply Phlegon in this = 
either by miſtake, for want of comparing cri. 

rically the Olympiads with the years of Tibe. 

rius Or becauſe he might imagine that Phle-J | 
gon himſelf was miſtaken in the year, as li- 
ving ſo long after the time. It was therefore 
judiciouſly urged againſt Dr. S. by the Author 
of the Letter, that he whole weight of this Ar. 
gument or rather Conjecture reſts upon the ſut poſca 
accuracy of theſe Fathers; whereas they might 
eafily have fallen into miſtake, if in this caſe they 


made no nice Chronological compariſon betwixt the. 


* 


Reign, Which, tays he addreſſing himſelf par- 
ticularly to Dr, Sykes, cannot ſurely ſeem ſtrange 
to you, who are ſo ready, whenever it ſerves you! | 
iuri, to give up the Accuracy as well as hozeſty of | 


* 
- 
a, 


1 Balnag Annal. Politic. Fcelefiaft, Tom, I. P. 245, 248. 
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Africanus conſidered. 


Theſe pious Authors. It is indeed a moſt falla- 
cious and dangerous rule in Criticiſm, to cor- 
rect the Text of Writers by a Reader's appli- 
zation of it; and that againſt the Authority 
of Manuſcripts, and the plaineſt quotations. 
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For then every Blunder and Hallucination of 
a Reader, whatever be the cauſe of it, whe- 
ther Inadvertency, Forgetfulneſs, or Miſappre— 
kenſion, will furniſh out a new Text, and the 
genuine will be utterly loſt in a monſtrous va- 
ricty of gloſſes and corruptions. But to ſhew 
the weakneſs and extravagancy of ſuch ſort of 
rcaloning, let us only try it on ſome other 
Books, and ſce how it will hold in them. 

Foſephus, ſays Euſebius in his Chronicon t, relates, 


Tibe. 


that about the time of Chriſt's Paſſion the Jew- 


Phle-\ iſh Prieſts upon the day of Pentecoſt heard 
s Ji. voices crying out from the innermoſt part of 


fore the Temple, Let us depart hence. 


thor ? 
Ar. 
poſco 
gh? 
they 
the 
ius 
par. 
2 
0 


I herefore to 
argue in Dr. Hess way, all the preſent Edi- 
tions of Joſephus® are very faulty and ought 
to be corrected; for they place this Story in 
the laſt deſtruction of Terufalem, thirty years 
at leaſt after the Paſſion, Again. Many an- 
tient Writers fix the Paſton of Chriſt upon 
Scripture Anthority in the 15th of Tiberizs. 
Therefore they could not have read in St. Joh 


\ \ \ - * 0 Py 
t Kare 7x; t5ITH; 0s £91694 INSYMODS IETOPEI s, yore: Tevmng- 
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Cairwme ,in Euſeb. Chron. Græc. p. 188. Ed. Scal. 
a Joſephus Bell. Jud. Lib. 6. cap, V. Ed. Haverc, 


ys 
= 


ſuch 
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ſuch a number of Paſlovers after the Baptiſm, gc. 
as we do at preſents and conſequently theſe Tc 
3 or 4 Paſlovers mult be judged to be mere cor- . 
ruptions and late interpolations of that Goſpel, * 
Such concluſions as theſe, I hope, Dr. Sykes $0 
himſelf would not be willing to allow; and he 
yet theſe and many others of the ſame kind 
would be juſt and irrefragable, if Dr. Sykes's 
Argument from Africanus muſt be admitted as n 
very ſound and indiſputable. Indeed if this ſort 
of Critique were to prevail univerſally in the 
Learned World, wretched and lamentable 
would be the fate of antient Greek and Latin 
Books. And ſuch it had been at the firſt Re- 
itoration of Letters, if rules of this kind had 
been followed then. But the Hephenss , the 
Scaligers*, and Caſarubons) were wiſe enough 
to reſolve miſapplications of Authors into 
overſight and inaccuracy, to which all Mcn 
they knew were very ſubject, and the great- 
clt among the Anticnts in particular. Nay 
even the Moderus themſelves, and they of the 
firſt rank have been guilty of great miſtakes in 
plainer cates than this of Africanus. Foſeph 


3 Henele: Steph. Præf. Obſerv. in /Eſchyl. 
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| x ſoſ. Scal. Prolegom. in Euſeb. & Animadverſ, in Euſeb. p. 
Ri | 171, 172. | : 
5 y If. Caſaub. Animadverſ. in Athen. Lib. IV. c. XIX. & 
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nor of Cæſar to his Son. 
tries out, Cui melius credetur, quam Diont ipſi 


Africanus conſidered. 


$caliger in his Animadverſions? on Euſebius 
teports from Julius Capitolinus, That Flavia Ti- 
iana the Wife of Pertinax bore the title of 
Huguſta, in direct contradiction (as he thought) 
to Dion Caſſius, who affirms, that he would 
neither allow the title of Auguſta to his Wife, 
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Upon which he 


ui interfuit? But tis Scaliger himſelf that ſets 
ion and Julius Capitolinus at variance, for 


want of conſidering carefully what Capitolinus 


had related. That Author, tho' he does in- 
deed lay, that theſe Titles were offer'd by the 
Roman Senate, yet in the very Life of Perti- 
pax, to which Scaliger refers, tells us in clear 
and expreſs words, that Pertinax nec uxoris Au- 

uſte appellationem recepit, & ae Filio dixit, cum 

erucrit 2. And ſo the great Iſaac Caſaubon b 
very rightly underſtood him. Is not this now 
as ſtrange a miſtake, as that which Africanus is 
ſuppoſed to have committed? Once more. 


The fame Scaliger® in his Greek Oxvumads 
leraypzPy quotes the words of a Scholiaſt on 


Pindar, to ſhew that the cuſtom of running at 
the Olympick Games with a Chariot drawn 


| 2 Joſ. Scalig. in Euſch. p. 208. 

a Jul. Capitolin. Vit. Pertinac. Tom. I. Hiſtor. Auguſt. p. 
342. Ed. Var. 

b Decreto Senatiis Auguſta eſt appellata; ſed eum honorem ab 
ei recipi noluit Pertinax, ut mox ſutyicitur, & pluribus Dio. 
Caſaub. Annot, in Vit. Pertinac. c. 5. | | 


e Scalig. ad Olymp. LXXIX. 


by 


K — e Ws 


L 
þ 


30 Ob jections removed. 
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by Mules was leſt of about Olymp. 79. 


Whereas that Scholiaſt ſays d expreſſly in words 


at length, that it was left off about Olymp. 
89. Here now is a difference of juſt ten 
years between S:alzzer and his Author the Scho- 
liaſt. And what muſt be done in this caſe ? 
Muſt we change the common reading of the 
Scholiaſt 3yS>405 into eEIrpnzogry to compli- 
ment Scaliger ? Dr. Bentley? was quite of ano- 
ther opinion, and pronounces the great Scalt- 
ger careleſs in his application of the Scholiaſt, 
nay gives us other inſtances? of ſuch miſquo- 
tations in him, and tells us, that ſuch overſights 
are not infrequent in that Collection of his. In 
truth, ſuch overſights, as Valeſius ; well obſcrved, 
are diſcoverable in Men of the greateſt Learn- 


ing; and there is too much reaſon for ſaying | 


with Vaac Voſſiush, Vide quanti errores A magnis 
ſebpe committuntur iris ! 

Tus then may we account for 1fricanus's ap- 
plication of Phlegon from mere inadvertency and 
inaccuracy; and this might happen the more 


d Eiio wivey {70 eywniley, Ach (Bentleio Oxporen dye ne 
ctrl Kl H ⁰ν,tũi E/WriCeX Xpor©- os Ti5 ou p, & A r. 
LUAETH; (Bentl. OoStxnery:) 1D Gur. Aihi%y {4p DE Thy Or- 
AOHKOETHN e Ovwmgrs. Schol. in Pindar. Olymp. V. 

e Dr. Bentley's Diſſertat. upon Phalaris. p. 197. : 

See ibid. p. 215, 283. 

g Hujuſmodi errata obrepere plerumque ſolent etiam Doctiſ 
amis Hominibus, non tam memoriæ vitio, quam per impru- 
dentiam, dum minime advertunt quæ dicuntur. Henric, Vale. 
in Ammian. Marcell. Lib. 23. c. 1. 

h II. Voſſ. Obſervat. in Catull. p. 82. 


„ 


caſily | 
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| | eaſily, as the caſc it ſelf gave room for a ſljp 


in Africanus. The coincidence of the Olym- 
piads with the years of Tiberius could not be 
adjuſted exactly, without much care and nice 
calculations. Several circumſtances were to be 
conſiderd and compar'd together, before the 
one could be made a plain Index to the other. 
And a caſual omiſſion of any one of theſe 
might make a difference in the account of 3 
or 4 years. So that the ſuppoſition of an er- 
ror here is not at all unreaſonable. 

Bur perhaps after all, Africanus himſelf might. 
not be guilty of any negligence and overſight; 
he might diſcern well enough the diſagree- 
ment in time between Phlegon's Eclipſe, and 
the darkneſs at the Paſſion, but might attri- 
bute it to ſome miſtake in Phlegox or his Au- 
thor. He might judge from the circumſtances 
of that Eclipſc, that it really was the ſame 
with the other darkneſs, but might imagine 
that Phlegon or his Author had placed it in "the 
wrong ycar. And to ſhew that this ſecond 
ſolution of the mattcr is no more improbable 
than the former, I will give a clear Inſtance 
of it from another Writer in this very cafc a- 
bout Phlegon. The Author of the Hifloria 111/- 
cella places the Paſſion in the 17th (in one MS. 
of Caniſius 18th) year of Tiberius, and yet he ap- 
plies Phlegon's Eclipſe of Olymp. 202. 4. and 
thoſe of other Greek Writers to the darknets 


at the Paſtion, declaring morcover, that he 
makes 
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makes this application of them, 2orwith/tanding 
they relate ſuch events as happening in the 191th 
car of Tiberius, Quanquam aonodecimo anno Li- 
berii hec facta reſferunturi. Now why might 
not Africanus take the ſame liberty in his ap- 
plication of Phlegon, as this Latin Hiſtorian docs ? 
The latter, 'tis plain, neglected the Chronolo- 
gical Characters of Phlegon and the other Greeks, 
and why is it impoſſible, that Africanus ſhould 
do ſo too ? 

Taxst ſuppolitions will ſtiil appear more 
caſy and probable, if it be conſider'd farther, 
that the difference between Africanus and Phle- 
gon with reſpect to the Olympiads is not real- 
ly ſo great as Dr. S. would perſwade us. For 
Africanus placed the Paſſion of Chriſt in the 
ſecond year of Ol. 202, not in the fourth year 
of Ol. 201; as Dr. S. had repreſented him. 
This is evident from Afficanuss own words in 
Euſebius k, Ferom |, and Syncellus m, who all a- 
gree in expreſſing the ſame year. So that the 
difference between the two Writers in the O- 
Iympiads is only 2 not 4 ycars. If it be re- 


1 Hiſtor. Miſcell. Lib. VII. p. 225. ed. 1603. 

k Ez: zd To x pore, 3; %% Onur mich fiaxgmogis AEYTEPAL 
e7 AETT ETON, Tg Is d Kl 13+ 091i; r e EKKAIA® - 
KATON. x. 1. A. African. ap. Euſeb. Dem. Evang. Lib. VIII. 


P- 390. 

5 Uique ad ducenteſimam ſecundam Olympiadem, & fecundum 
ejuſdem Olympiadis annum, Tiberii Cæſaris annum quintum de- 
cimum &c. Id. ap. Hieron. Comm. in Dan. cap. IX. 

m African, ap. Syncell. p. 323. 


plicd, 
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plicd, as Dr. S. has ſuggeſted ®, that Aſricauus 
placed the Paſſion in the 15th of Tiberius, and 
conſequently in the 1ſt of Ol. 202. I anſwer, 
that this is neither certain, nor very material. 
It is not certain, becauſe tho' Ferom in a Paſ- 
ſage of Africauus has annum Tiberii Ceſaris quin- 
tum decimum, yet Euſebiuso before him and H- 
cellus b after him have both r exx2Siigma at 
length. And if it be certain according to Dr. 
Sykes 1, that Africanus was of opinion, that 
Chriſt Preached one year after his Baptiſm, 
it muſt be certain, that Euſebiuss reading of 
Africapns is the true one. For as Chriſt was 
Baptized in the Spring not long before the 
ſewiſh Paſſover in the 15th of Tiberius, one 


year more of his publick Miniſtry will bring 


his Paſſion into the next Spring, and the 16th 
Of Tiberius. 

BuT ncither is this objection very material. 
For Africauus might place the 15th of Tiberius 
in Ol. 202. 2. tho' other Chronologers may 
fix it to Ol. 202. 1. or 201. 4. It is manifeſt, 
that antient Authors differ very much, in ad- 
,uſting the Olympiads, to the Reigns of the 
Ptolemees, Seleuciae, Roman Emperors, &c. 
and therefore Africanus in adjuſting the Chiu. 
piads to the years of Tiberius might have a pe- 


I 


Diſſertat. p. 17, 
Ubi ſupra. 

Ubi ſupra. 
Diſlert p. 17. 


290 


E | Culiat 
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culiar way of reckoning too *. Beſides with 
regard to Phlegon, the only Chronological Cha- 
racter of his Eclipſe was the 4th ycar of Ol. 
202. He had not mentioned the particular 
year of Tiberius, in which it happened; and 
therefore Africanus in his application of Phle- 
gon might only regard the Olympiad to which 
he fixed it. 

FRou what has been ſaid then, I hope, it 
is ſufficiently clcar, that Dr. Hess argument 
drawn from Africans againſt the preſent read- 
ing of Phlegon, is very far from being conclu- 
ſive. We have ſeen, that Africanus did not 
place the Crucifixion of our Saviour in Ol. 
201. 4. but in Ol. 202. 2. And if he had 
done ſo, he might notwithſtanding that have 
read in Phlegon Ol. 202. 4. and apply his Eclipſe 
to the darkneſs at the Paſſion. 

NoTHING now remains to be explained in 
Aſricanus, but his looſe and irregular Repre- 
ſentation of Phlegoz's words. He ſeems at firſt 
ſight to intimate in the Paſlage cited above, 
that PHligon had mentioned the full Moon (S. 
TIzjramG) as the particular time of his Eclipſe, 
and had lengthened out the duration of it from 


I am not ignorant, that tauo wery Learned Men, Pagi (Critic 
in Baron. Tom. 1, p. 27.) and Bauldri, (Annotat. in Lactant. de 
Mort, Perſec. p. 22.) have afſerted, that Africanus in his ſupfuta- 
tion of the Oly mpiads oautruns the common way of reckoning them 
2 years, and that conſtantly. But I freely acknowledge, that I am 
not convinced of the truth 'of this Hypotheſis, and I think, avere 
this a proper place, I cauld diſprove it from Africanus Simi. 


the 
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the fixth hour to the ninth. Now it is plain 
from Euſebius and others, who give us the very 
words of Phlegon himſelf, that Phlegon (aid no- 
thing of the fall Moon, or the ninth hour. The 
Queltion therefore is, how any ſuch words 
ſhould appear in Africanus. Mr. I hiſton ſul- 
pects, that they are later interpolations, crept 
out of the Margin into the Text, and not the 
words of Africanus himſelf. The conjecture, 
J muſt own, is not without grounds, and may 
be reaſonably admitted notwithſtanding the 
violent remonſtrances of Dr. Sykes againſt it. 
For it ſeems to me a little ſtrange, that Euſe- 
bius, who was ſo well acquainted with the 
works of Africanus, ſhould take not the leaſt 
notice of ſo remarkable an expreſſion as cp 
Hv uh, if it had been extant at that time 
in Africanus, and repreſented by him as the 
words of Phlegon. Neither are the MSS. of 
Syucellas, upon which Dr. S. ſo vehemently in- 
iſts*, of ſuch overruling Authority, as to ſi- 
lence and overthrow all conjectures of this 
kind. For corruptions might have crept into 
the Copies of Africanus, before Hucellus him- 
ſelf wrote his Chronicon, the diſtance between 
theſe two writers being no leſs than fix hun- 
dred years. However I muſt confeſs, that all 
this is little morc than a private conjecture, 


{ Teſtimony of Ph/:gon Vindicated. p. 29. 
t Def. p. 20, 22. 
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which I would not inſiſt upon as evident 
proot. 

Bur if this ſolution of the difficulty does 
not pleaſe Dr. Sykes, the Author of the Letter 
will furniſh us with fanother. He thinks, that 
Africanus, who does not pretend to give an ex- 
act Copy of Phlegon's words, but ſpeaks from me- 
ory only, finding the darkneſs at the Paſſion to 
hav? happened at full Moon, and being thoroughly 
erſwaded, that Phlegon's Eclipſe was the ſame 
the Evangeliſts deſcribe, ſuppoſes that Phlegon ſaid 
the Eclipfe happened at full Moon, and laſted from 
the ſixth to the ninth houru. This is both can- 
did and ingenious; and ſhews leſs prejudice 
and partiality, than invidious inſinuations, that 
Africanus with the other Men of the ſecond 
and third Centuries had a ſcurvy trick of Lying 
for God's ſake", Tor why muſt every little 
miſquotation of the Antients be reſolved im- 
mediately into Fraud and Diſhoneſty, when o- 
ther more favourable Accounts may be given 
of them? Dr. Sykes has no proof for his ſug- 
geſtion againſt Aicanus; where then is the cha- 
rity of blaſting his Credit without any? The 
very turn and form of Aſricauuss expreſſion 
gives us room to imagine, that he quoted Phlc- 
gon by memory only, and perhaps many years 
after he had read the Paſſage of Phlegon. And 
ſuch miſquotations of Authors are frequently 


u Letter to Dr. Sykes. p. 8, 2 5 
w Dr. Hles's Def. p. 21, 
to 
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to be ſeen in the beſt anticnt Writers, and 
are attributed by Men of candour and judgment 
to inaccuracy and forgetfulneſs x. 

Bur to make as complcat an Apology for 
Africanus as I can, I would offer one conſide- 
ration more in his favour, which is this; The 
words cy Hlarvoraio and peyets camys might be 
inſerted by Africazus not as the words of Phle- 
gon himſelf, but as his own interpretation of 
them. I will explain, what I mean, by put- 
ting the whole Paſſage in Ezeiſh, juſt as I tup- 
pole Africauus might intend it in the Greep. 
Phlegon tells us, that in the Reign of Tiberius 
Cæſar (at full Moon) there was à total Eclipſe 
of the Saum from the ſixth hour (to the ninth.) 
Here now by the difference of Character, and 
the Brackets incloling them, the words az full 
Moon and to the ninth are calily diſcerned to be 
Africanuss own, added to interpret Phlegon, as 
hc underſtood him to mcan. And ſuch inter- 
pretative additions are to be ſeen every day in 
our Eneliſh Books, and cannot well be miſta- 
ken. But anticatly among the Greeks, though 
iuch inſertions as theſe were very frequent in 
their Writings, yet they were not ſocautiouſly 
diſtinguiſhed in the Manuſcripts 3 which has 
occaſioned abundance of miſtakes among Learn- 
cd Interpreters. This obtcrvation it may not 
be improper to illuſtrate by a few inſtances 


x Vid. If, Cafaub. in Athen. Lib. I. cap, XIII. Lib. II. 


cap. xx. 
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from Antiquity. Euſebius in his Demonſtratio 
Evangelica ) quotes the following Paſſage from 
Toſe ephus. T, Fo BaoAtay nene racgdl. Voda (co 

Tales £53 cv n res On r Annie Yerss, 
di ON, nou o¹ i Manuale, & Ii9now 
47e 4 & aonfps; 4 Warn & EGEx I 
urs TAN 05 AeẽEc s. x. T. A. Theſe words 
appear in Euſebius, as if they all . belonged to 
the Jewiſh Hiſtorian, being introduced with 
Iammrs we ros mew, and continued in the 
ſame character and form without the leaſt di- 
ſtinction. Notwithſtanding which, there is 
one ſentence &m1 V of 3 Maxx - 
Salo, inſerted by Euſebius himſelf, as his own 
interpretation of the T8 Aowuoaraie yeus in Fo- 
[e hs, And accordingly we find, that this ſen- 
tence 1s wanting in all the preſent Copics of 
that Writer 2. Again. Suldas 5 ſpeaking of that 
old Greek Proverb, Kon Ta 7 S lays that 
Menander uſes 1 it in his Play called AſzApoi 3 and 
then adds, 8s Js Ta Noi AET HN vr, 
NA % TW d dg Tis Pperhoro⸗ 9 i,“ Now 
here one might be apt to imagine from Sui- 
dass Xeyar, that theſe laſt words were taken 
from the Poet Menander, and the excellent Gro- 
zias* under this perſwaſion digeſted them into 
Iambics: 


y Lib. VIII. p. 397 


2 Vid. Joſeph. Antiq. Lib, XX. cap. X. Ed, Havere. 
2 Grot, Excerpt, p. 708. 
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Ta T _PiAGy ron, & u Ta puα a 
Kai 18 & Y Qpovnoews x. 


In which miſtake he was followed afterwards 
by Mr. Le Clerc b. But the acute Phileleuiherus 
Lpfi ſenſi 460 proved clearly enough, that Tw Tg 
8  Tys Ppoynoncs ec ˖,ie Were not Menander's 
but Suidass words, added by him to explain 
the Poet, as he underſtood him. For all that 
Menander had ſaid, was zoe IAN TA 7 Se, 
to which Martial d alludes in that verſe, 


Candide, xc PI hec ſunt tua, Candide, 
ITANTA. 
And Terence*® in theſe lines, 
Vetus verbum hoc quidem ef, 
Communia eſſe amicorum inter ſe omnia. 


But the aa of Menander being a compre- 
henſive term, Suidas interpreted it as extending 
to the v8s and @paryms as well as Ta yonuan. 
A zd inſtance of this kind? is in Clemens of 
Alexanaria, who citcs a Poet after this manner. 
H gad Td v NOD 15 Ae, Ti bY 

ay uva ſxes Cg. epa UI, 1 A, a AK - 
Or Ea, Nag ne, 7 eAcuIrgay NaN Au- 
Aha 7 7 Xaexxinga c aI2TPIFAS, x E- 
Tpoamds, X Ta Kos EL TUB 2. The 
wiſe Woman in the comic Poet ſays, a d' ay &c. 


b Menand. & Philem, reltq. p. 2. 

c Emendat. in Menand. & Philem. rcliq. p. 2. 

d Lib. II. Epig. XLUL 

e Terent. Adelph. V, 3. 

Clem. Ales, Pædag. Lib, III. p. 254, Ed, Potter. 
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Upon reading this Paſſage who would nor 
9 AY that the whole was borrowed from the 
Poct? Gretius8 certainly thought ſo, and ac- 
cordingly took the pains of caſting it, as he 
did $4idas before, into theſe Iambic verſes: 


Ti d' ay WIRES Hulle cgi, 

H Aapump2, ai x23? gase, 

Av 42316 0024 xagaxings T beugen, 

Ola = „ 4a ET" exipoTtas, 

Kai r α e aEiminduc 3 
But certain it is, that the zd of theſe verſes is 
no truc Iambic, nor bclongs to any Poct, but 
to Clemens himſelt, being his ſatirical expoſition 
of the word eZartioper, ſignifying painted. The 
two firſt verſes arc till extant in Ariſtophancs d, 
and the two laſt, 1 believe, were taken from 
Auliphancs. Our moſt Learned Gataker i indeed 
declar'd all! but the two firſt to be mere proſe, 
and the compoſition of the Father himſelf. But 
i own, there appears to me ſomething truly 
poctical in the turn and expreſſion of the two 
laſt verſes, which perſwades me that they are 
the words of fome cope Poct; and none in 
my opinion is more likely to be the Author 
of them, than Art/phazes, who is immediately 
atter produced by Clemens, as ridiculing theſc 
very fopperies and extravagancics of Women, 


g Grot. Excerpt. p. 909. 
h Ariſtoph. 4 5 rat. v. 42. 
1 Gataker, Adverſar. Poſthum. cap. IX. 
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Tem auto yadp wi Y ArnPans 0 xwptxas cy Max- 
dax To eTaMeurey F Yana LmTKAT IU. ; 

IT would not be very difhcult, to multiply 
inſtances of this kind from Plutarch, Atheneus, 
Pollux, Suidas, and ſeveral others; but this 
would carry me out into long and tedious di- 
greſſions. Let it ſuffice therefore to obſerve 
in gcneral, that the words of a quotation are 
frequently ſo blended and intermixed * with 
thoſe of the Writer who quotes them, that 
they arc often confounded one with another 
by very conſiderable Men. And this I have 
obſerved particularly to happen, where an Au— 
thor is introduced, as Phlegon is by Africanus, 
with an ivd. From hence then it may ſeem 
probable enough, that cy lavorawa might be 
inſerted by Africanus, as his own interpretation 
of Phlegons uche rd EYIOO EVWY Deng, which, 
you ſee, he entirely omitted in his citation ot 
him, as being perhaps in his judgment tanta- 
mount to ſaying, that his Eclipſe was not com- 
mon and natural, but one that happened ar full 
Moon. The Reader is now left at liberty to 
chuſe whichever of theſe three accounts he 
likes beſt; and I hope, by this time, the ob- 
jection from Africanus is effectually taken oft, 
and may be fairly diſmiſſed. 


Aliorum dicta ſcriptores tum facri tum profani ita ſuis ſæpe- 
numerd intertexta exhibent, ut quid aliunde mutuatum, quid de 
ſuo adjectum, hand proclive fit internofſe ; quod ſummos etiam 
Viros ſypenumerd ſefellit, Gataker, Adveriar, Poſthum, cap. U. 


F V. 
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V. 


Tur next Writcr, that Dr. Hles“ raiſes up 
in oppoſition to Euſelius &c. is Origen, whom 
he ſeems to prize and careſs exceedingly, ſpend- 
ing no leſs than fittcen Pages together, to ſet 
him out in his full Strength and brighteſt Co- 
lours. Origen, I confels, is a Writcr-of great 
Authority, and for whom J have as high an 
eltcem, as, 1 believe, Dr. Sykes himſelf. But 
never ſure was O/igen ſo harmleſs an Adverſa- 
ry, as I ſhall prove him to be in the preſent 
diſpute. The Reader is deſired to remember, 
that the Point, which I have labourcd all along, 
and that which is now thc principal Point in 
diſpute, is the true Reading of Phlegon. I 
maintain, that Phlegor placed his Eclipſe in the 
4th year of Ol. 202. Dr. S. allows, if that be 
true, Phlegon's Ecliple did relate to our Saviour's 
Paſlion ; therefore what he is to ſhew, is, that 
Phlegon did not place his Eclipſe in that ycar 
but ſome other. Let us now ſee, what Ori- 
gens teſtimony amounts to. 

ORIGEN in a certain Diſcourſe! upon St. 
Matthew, of which there is now preſerved on- 
ly a Latin Tranſlation, and that a very barba- 
rous and obſcure one, and compoled by no 
body knows who or when, has drop'd ſome 


k Diſſert. p. 19, =— 34. 
{ Tradtat, XNNV, in Matt. p. 199, 200, Ed. Baſil. 
Particu- 


Origen confidered. 43 


particulars, which Dr. H les has mightily inſiſt- 

ed on, but which ſeem to me as foreign and 
_ of as little conſequence, as any thing imagina- 
ble. To make this clear to every Reader, I 
muſt correct that imperfect, erroneous, and ob- 
{cure Repreſentation of him, which Dr. Sykes 
has given us, and explain the whole Paſlage 
more minutely and particularly, than he has 
done. | 

OR1GEN firſt introduces ſome Enemies of 
the Goſpel, as ſaying, How can that be true 
according to the Text, that there was darkneſs 
over all the Earth from the ſixth hour to the 
ninth, hich, ſay they, wo Hiſtory ever mentions m ? 
Which what? why ſuch a ſupernatural darkneſs 
as the Goſpel relates. This is what thoſe ob- 
jectors meant, that no Hiſfory mentions ſuch 4 
aarkneſs, with any particular notice of its be- 
ing preternatural, and contrary to the common 
courſe of things. And therefore in the next 
words, they aſlert, that there was nothing but 4 
common Eclipſe of the Sun at the time of Chriſis 
Paſſion", To which Origen anſwers very welle, 


m Quomodo ſecundum textum poteſt eſſe verum 2 dici- 
tur, Fats ſunt tenebre ſuper emnem terram a ſexta hora uſque 
ad nonam, quod factum nulla refert Hiſtoria ? Ibid. p. 199. 

n Dicunt, quia ficut ſolet fieri in Solis defectione, ſic facta eſt 
tune Defectio Ibid. 

o Sed defectio Solis, que ſecundum conſuetudinem temporum 
ita currentium fieri ſolet, non in alio tempore fit, niſi in con- 
ventu Solis & Lunz, In tempore autem quo paſſus eſt 
Chriſtus, manifeftum eſt quoniam conventus non erat Lunæ ad 
Solem, quoniam tempus erat paſchale, quod conſuetudinis eſt 
agere, quando Luna Solis plenitudinem habet. Ibid. 
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that the darkneſs at the Paſſion could not ariſe 
from a natural Eclipſe, becauſe the Moon was 
then full, and in oppoſition to the Sun. Here 
we may obſerve two faults committed by Dr. 
S. 1ſt. His not ſtating diſtinctly ? this firſt ob- 
jection of the Pagans, and informing the Read- 
cr, how far and in what reſpects, they aſſert- 
ed, that 20 Hiſtory mentioned the darkneſs at 
the Paſſion. And 2d. his putting the Anſwer 
of Origen in the mouth of the Heathens, He 
(Origen) makes them, ſays Dr. S., reaſon very 
truly, that this could not ariſe from any natural 
Eclipſe. Juſt the reverſe, Origen would have 
made them talk nonſenſically, if he had made 
them reaſon in this manner. For as they had 
juſt before aſſerted, that the darkneſs at the 
Paſſion was only a common Eclipſe, how 
could they with any ſenſe and conſiſtency in 
the next Sentence, argue that it was not and 
could not be a common Eclipſe? To go on. 
Origen after he had given his own Anſwer to 
theſe objectors, tells us, that ſome Believers 
made another ſort of Defenſe againſt them. 
They argued, that as there were other preter— 
natural events attending the Paſſion, Rocks rent, 
Graves opened, an Earthquake &c. ſo the dark- 
eſs might reaſonably be judged to be prodi- 
gious, and preternatural l. To all which the 


p Diſſertat. p. 19. 
9 Quia (L Quidam) autem eredentium volentes defenſionem 
aliquam introducere contra hæc, ita dixerunt. 


Pagans 
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Pagans reply in defenſe of their former poſi— 
tion, „ Suppoſe, that this defectio Solis was pre- 
* ternatural, and that it happened uot long ago 
&« in the Reign of ſome Roman Prince, ſo that 
% darkneſs were over all the Earth to the ninth 
* hour, how comes it to paſs, that no ce. of the 
« Greeks, no one of any other Nation took any no- 
« zice of this extraordinary event as happening at 
e that time, eſpecially thoſe who have wrote Chro- 
c micles, and remarked every thing that appear- 
® a neu and ſtrange? How is it, that only your 
© own Writers have taken notice of it ? Phlegon 
** indeed in his Chronicles has wrote of a darkneſs 
« in the Reign of Tiberius Cæſar, but he has 
« not ſignified that it happened at full Moon, 
Now, betorc I conſider, what Origen replics a- 
gain to theſe Queries of the Pagans, I would 
obſerve, that what is ſaid here by the Pagans 
of the Greek or any other Hiſtorians, docs not 


Cum conſtet cxtera prodigia, quæ tunc facta ſunt, non ſecun- 
dum conſuetudinem facta fuiſſe, ſed nova & admiranda : nam & 
velum Templi ſciſſum eſt in duas partes, & terra contremuit, & 
petræ diſruptæ ſunt, & monumenta aperta ſunt, — maniſeſtum 
eſt quoniam & illa defefio Solis conſequentèr ſecundum cætera 
prodigia nova contra conſuetudinem facta eſt. Ibid. 

r Pone, quia extra conſuetudinem facta eſt illa defectio Solis 
in tempore non antiquo, ſub Principatu Romanorum, ita ut te- 
nebræ fierent ſuper omnem terram uſque ad horam nonam z 
quomodo hoc factum tam mirabile nemo Græcorum, nemo Bar- 
barorum factum conſcriplit in tempore ill ; maximè qui Chro- 
nica conſcripſerunt, & notaverunt ſicubi tale al:quid novum fa- 
ctum eſt aliquando : ſed ſoli hoc ſcripſerunt veſtri Autores ? Et 
Phlegon quidem in Chronicis ſuis ſcripſit, in Principatu Tiberii 
Ce/aris ſactum, ſed non fignificavit in luna plena hoe factum. 
Ibid. IE | | 

prove 
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prove one tittle in reality againſt the reading 
of Phlegon, or Thallus, or any other Writer. 
They do not aflirm, or intimate, that Phlegor 
did not ſpeak of an Eclipſe in the 4th year of 
the 202d Olympiad; nay they allow, that he 
did write of an Eclipſe in the Reign of Tiberius 
Cæſar. But the filence of Hiſtorians which 
they mcan, and upon which they ground their 
objection, is a ſilence as to the particular Cir- 
cumſtances of the darkneſs, the extraordinary 
nature of it, the place, the week, and day up- 
on which it happened. And finding that theſc 
particulars were not minutely ſpecified by any 
Heathen Hiſtorians, they boldly denied, that 
ſuch Hiſtorians confirmed any facts of the Gol- 
pel. Thus they evaded here the teſtimony of 
Phlegon, (which by the way appears from this 
th Paſſage to have becn urged by the 
Chriſtians beforc Origeus time) by ſaying, that 
Phlegon did indeed ſpeak of a darkneſs in the 
Reign of Tiberius, but that he made no parti- 
cular mention of the preciſe time, when it 
happened, whether it was at full Moon or not. 
Therefore they would not allow that the dark- 
nels of Phlegon was the darkneſs at the Paſſion. 
And thus were they ready to evade the teſti- 
mony of Thallus, or any other Hiſtory and Chro- 
nicon. This being premiſed, let us now ec, 
what Origens ſecond Anſwer to his Adverſa- 
ries will prove againſt us. Origen finding that 
the Heathen Hiſtorians were defective as to thoſe 

particu: 
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particular circumſtances mentioned above, and 
ſenſible how difficult it was at that time to 
prove clearly their confirmation of the Goſpel- 
Hiſtory, chuſes to ware their Authority, and 
anſwers the Query of the Pagans another way. 
« I am of opinion, ſays hef, that as the other 
e Signs which happened at his Paſſion, were 
*« only done in Feruſalem, ſo like wiſe that the 
« darkneſs was only over all the Land of Ju- 
« dea. As to the particulars, which J lay, 
happened only in Feruſalem, they are theſe. 
« The veil of the Temple was rent, the Earth 
« quaked, the Rocks were rent, the Monu— 
«© ments were opened. For out of Fudea the 
% Rocks were not rent, nor were any Monu- 
* ments opened, but thoſe that were in Feru- 


ſ Arbitror ergo, ſicut eætera figna, quæ facta ſunt in Paſſione 
pſius, in Hieruſalem tantummodo facta ſunt, fic & tenebræ tan- 
tummodo ſuper omnem terram Judzam ſunt tafte uſque ad ho- 
ram nonam. uz autem dico in Hieruſalem tantummodo facta, 
hc ſunt, quod velum Templi ſciflum eſt, quod terra contremuit, 
quod petræ diſruptæ ſunt, quod monumenta aperta ſunt. Nec 
enim extra judæam petræ diſruptæ ſunt, Nec monumenta a- 
perta ſunt alia, niſi ea tantum quæ in Hieruſalem erant, aut 
forte in terrà judæd. Nec alia terra tremuit tunc, niſi terra 


Hicruſalem. Nec enim refertur alicubi, quod omne elementum- 


tremuerit ix tempore illo, ut ſentirent w. g. qui in Ethiopia erant, 
& in Judzi, & in Scythia, Quod fi factum ſuiſſet, fine dubio 
inveniretur in Hiſtoricis aliquibus eorum, qui in Chronicis fcrip- 
ſerunt nova aliqua ſacta. Sicut ergo quod dicitur : terra con- 
tremuit, refertur ad terram Jeruſalem, aut ſi latiùs voluerit quis 
extendere, ad terram jud eam; fic & tenebræ face ſunt ab hor? 
ſextà uſque ad nonam ſuper omnem terram, intellige quod fſu- 
per omnem terram Judam ſunt factæ, aut certe ſuper IIicrufa- 
lem tantüm. Ibid. 
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« ſalcm, or at moſt in the Land of Fudea 
ce nor was there any Earthquake elſewhere, 
e except that in Feruſalem: for we have no 
© account any where, that the whole Earth 
« was ſhook at that time, c. g. lo that thoſe 
ce who were in /Erhiopia, and thoſe who were 
in India and in Scythia felt it. Which if it 
© had happened, without doubt it would be 
« found in ſome of their accounts of things, 
« who have related unuſual facts in their Chro- 
«© nicles. As therefore, when tis ſaid, the 
« Earth quaked, this relates to the Earth at 
“ Feruſalem, or if any one would extend it 
© farther, to the Land of Judea; to likewiſe 
«© when tis ſaid, there was darkneſs over all 
ce the Earth from the ſixth hour to the ninth, 
© underſtand, that it was over all the Land of 
e Fudea; or upon Jeruſalem alone. Theſe 
were Orizen's ſentiments at that time, and if 
that will be any ſatisfaction to Dr. S., I am 
willing to allow, that Origen then did not think 
or did not know, that any Greek or Barbarian 
had mentioned any thing of the darkneſs at 
the Paſſion. But J deſire him to remember, 
that this proves nothing againſt the teſtimony 
of Phlegon or Thallus or any other. Origen might 
have ſcen Phlegon, he might have read in him 
the 4th year of the 202d Olympiad, and yet de- 
clined inſiſting on his teſtimony againſt the Pa- 
gans for more rcalons than one. 1ſt. Becanſe 
the year of Phlegoy's Eclipſe was different from 

that, 
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that, in which moſt of the Chriſtians and him- 
ſelf in particular placed the Paſſion of Chriſt. 
Therefore he might apprehend it ſomething 
difficult, to reconcile the one with the other. 
2d. Phlegon had not noted the particular time 
of the Lear, and day of the Month, when his 
Eclipſe happened, and therefore being not able 
to prove backwards by Aſtronomy, that no to- 
tal Eclipſe of the Sun could happen naturally 
that ycar, he could not convince a ſcrupulous 
Pagan, that his Eclipſe muſt have been preter- 
natural, and the ſame with the darkneſs at the 
| Paſſion. 


HoweEveR, let him fay what he will in this 
place, he deſtroys the force of it entirely, by 
what he declared afterwards in another part of 
his Works. In his Books againſt Celſus, which 
are certainly genuine, ſtil] extant in the origi- 
nal Greek, and diſputed by no one, he cxpreſ]- 
ly appeals to our teſtimony of PHlegen. There 
he aſſerts roundly, that, Concerning the Eclipſe iu 
Tiberius Cæſar's Reign, in whoſe time Feſuss 
was crucified, and concerning the great Farth- 
quakes, Phlegon wrote in the 13th Book, I think, 
of his Chronicles. Here he plainly retracts, 
what he had ſaid before in his diſcoutſes on 
St. Matthew, and as this work of his againſt 
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celſus is allowed to be the moſt exact and fi- 
niſhed picce he cver wrote, by this we ought 
in reaſon to be determined in our judgment 
of Origen, Dr. Sykes was aware, that ſome- 
thing might be urged againft him from hence, 
therefore he interpoſed very early ſome caveats 
and exceptions againſt it. Vit be ſaia, ſays 
he, that he mentions his (Phlegon's) Authority in 
his Books againſt Celſus, ſis true. But in what 
manner does he do it? 1s it like one that was 
convinced of its pertinence"? Really 1 cannot 
but think to, for to what purpoſe elſe did he 
cite him? He poſitively aſſerts, that Phlegor 
wrote concerning the Eclipſe in Tiberius Cæſar's 
Reign, Which he plainly underſtood to be the 
darknels at the Paſſion. Indeed he ſpeaks on- 
ly in generals, becauſe that was not the place 
to prove diſtinctly the particulars, Phlegon com- 
ing in by the bye; and he was not willing to 
interrupt the thread of his Argument againſt 
Celſus by a long and foreign digreſſion. The 
Dr. goes on, Origen could not ſay nor docs he 
ſay, that Phlegon expreſſly ſpoke of the ſame 
darkneſs and ſame Earthquake, which was at the 
lime of Chriſi's Death. It is very true; Origen 
docs not ſay ſo much 7zotidem verbis, but he 
either mean that, or nothing. And tho' what he 
lays docs not prove, that the darkneſs which 
Phlegow mentions, was actually the darkneſs 
which happened at Chriſt's Death, yet it proves 
u Diſſertat. p. 28. | 


. 
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that Origen thought they were both the ſame; 
and this is all, which J contend for at preſent. 
Bur, after all, how does he here make the beſt o 

Phlegon's teſſimony? Why, he expreſſes himſelf in 
the very looſeſt manner poſſible %, Mere trifling ! 
The reaſon of it is, becauſe he did not intend 
in that place to make the beſt of it, He ſpeaks 
of it only in paſling, and expreſſes himſelf 
here in the looſeſt manner, becauſe that was 
not the time for full explications. Surely a 
Man is not obliged, whenever he touches up- 
on a point, to write a Treatiſe profeſſedly up- 
on it. But he cites him, ſays Dr. S., x as telling 
of what happened about the time of Chriſt's Death. 
Not aſſerting, that it was at that time, nor pre- 
tending any ſuch thing. Very ſtrange indeed! 
Why mult x&Ta Teo po neceſſarily ſignify 4- 
bout the time and not at the time? Is it not 
uſed very often in this ſenſe by the beſt Greek 
Hiſtorians? And do not Eccleſiaſtical Writers 
uſe it oftcn in the ſame ſenſe? Why then may 
not Origen take the fame liberty? But, if Dr. 
S. will not allow it, I hope he will be pleaſed 
to tell us, what Greek Prepoſition is more 
proper to expreſs at the time. Sometimes I 
agree, Ar docs expreſs a latitude, and ſigni- 
fies about, but it does not always; and to prove 
that it has ſuch a ſenſe in this Paſſage of Ori- 
gen, is certainly incumbent on Dr. S. Another 


w Diſſertat. p. 29. 
4 Ibid. Defenſe. p. 25. 
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Remark upon the Greek Origen is, that? notwith- 
ftanding his profeſſion that he had done all he 
could, yer he cited Phlegon ſo careleſſly, that he did 
not give himſelf the trouble of looking into him or 
conſulting his Book. This appears from his not 
knowing certainly in what Book of Phlegon's this 
Eclipſe was mentioned, © It is, ſays he, I ſup- 
<« poſe, in the 13th Book of his Chronicles. 
Let him be as careleſs as you pleaſe in his ci- 
tations of Phlegon, yet he certainly cites him, 
and by ſo doing deſtroys all Arguments that 
may be drawn from his Latin work to the con- 
trary. But pray, good Doctor, where is his 
profeſſion, that he had done all he could, with 
Phlezon ? There arc 'tis true, ſuch words in the 
Greck as xxT# To diva, but even a careleſs 
Reader might perceive on the firſt ſight of the 
Paſſage ?, that they do not belong to the cita- 
tion of Phlegon, but to Origens Anſwer at large 
to Celſus about the darkneſs and Earthquake, 
which is juſt and ſtrong. Origen only refers to 
Phlegon, he does not cite him at all properly 
ſpeaking, that is, he docs not pretend to pro- 
duce his words, as thinking a reference to him 
at that time ſufficient. Neither is it to be pro- 
nounced ſuch an heinous inſtance of careleſſneſs 
in Origen, or the leaſt diminution of his Credit, 


y Defenſe, p. 25. 
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that he hints ſome uncertainty as to the Book 
of Phlegon's Chronicles, where the Eclipſe was 
recorded. For he might not at the time of 
writing have the Book in his poſſeſſion, or it 
might be diſplaced ſo that he could not find it, 
either of which caſes arc very poſſible, and ex- 
perienced by all Writers. So that he might 
quote Phlegon by memory, not to ſave trouble 
but from neceſſity; and as it happened, he 
quoted the right Book; which to me is an Ar- 
gument, that Origen was not careleſs in reading, 
if he was in citing Phlegon, and that therefore 
his Reference to him, was not made at ran- 
dom, but after duc conſideration. 

I have now done with Origen, and have en- 
deavour'd to ſhew, that even admitting the 
Latin diſcourſes upon St. Matthew to be a ge- 
nuine and faithful tranſlation of Origen, no 
objection of any weight can be drawn from 
thence againſt the preſent Text of Phlegon, as 
it ſtands in Euſebius &co. Paſs we on now to 

III. AN orHER Writer, Joannes Philoponns ; ; 
who, it ſeems, is not only againſt us by infe- 
rence and innuendo like the others, but ex- 
preſſly * fixes the Paſſage of Phlegon to the ſe- 
cond year of the 2024 Olympiad, This to me 
is the moſt ſurprizing aflertion in the whole 
Diſſertation 3 and what account or ſolution to 
give of it I cannot tell, Philoponus indeed, in 


a Diſſertat. p. 55. 
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the preſent Edition of him, does in one place® 
fix Phlegon s Eclipſe to the ſecond year of the 
202d Olympiad. But in the very next page 
he fixes it twice® to the fourth year of that 
Olympiad, and compares the Olympiads with 
the years of Tiberius in ſo full and exact a man- 
ner, as to ſhew very plainly, that the fourth 
year was the true year of Phlegox's Eclipſe. The 
whole Paſlage of PHiloponus is as follows. That 
Phlegon's Eclipſe is no other, than that which hap- 
pened at the crucifixion of our Lord Chriſt, — is 
proved from the hiſtory it ſelf of Tiberius Czar. 
For Phlegon ſays, that he began his Reign in the 
2d year of the hundred and ninety eighth Olympiad, 
and that the Eclipſe happened in the fourth year 
of the 202d Olympiad. So that from the beginning 
of Tiberius Reign to the fourth year of the 2024 
Olympiad, are collected near nineteen years, three of 
the hundred ninety eighth, and in the other four 
ſixteen. Now the nineteenth of the Reign of 
Tiberius as the year, in which the crucifixion of 
Chriſt happened, and the wonderful Eclipſe of the 
Sun Pe, ee, upon it d. Is it not as clear as 
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any tking of this kind can be, that Phlegoms 
Eclipſe was according to Philaponus in the fourth 
year of the 202d Olympiad, and not the /e- 
cond? I leave the Reader to make the proper 
Comment upon this Calculation, and take the 
freedom of asking Dr. Sykes, Why he omitted 
this whole Paſſage of Philaponus in his firſt Diſ- 
ſertation. F he aid not give himſelf the trou- 
ble of looking into him, or conſulting his Book, 
I'm afraid, the charge of careleſſneſs, which he 
brought againſt Origen, will fall upon himſelf. 
If he had ſcen and conſidered this Paſſage, and 
yet wiltully omitted it, I am equally in pain 
tor his Candour and Ingenuity. But whatever 
were the reaſons of Dr. Hess conduct in this 
affair, when Mr. Whiſtoz produced this laſt Paſ- 
ſage of Philoponns againſt him, he preſently un- 
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dertook to prove it of no ſignificancy. For 
fays hee, I would principally obſerve, that in the 
place where Philoponus quotes Phlegon's 077 
words, there he has it, in the ſecond year of the 
202d Olympiad. Vhen he twice ſpeaks of the 
fourth ycar of the 202d Olympiad, there he 
only gives us Phlegon's ſenſe, and not the word; 
of Phlcgon himſelf, Well, be it ſo. Let Phi. 
leponus in theſe latter Paſſages give us only the 


ſenſe of Phlegon, Could he poſlibly give any 


other ſenſe of the word ſecond in Phlegon, but 
the ſecond? Could he give us forr as the ſenſe 
of mo? Ves to ſerve a turn, Dr. Ses imagines, 
though not out of ignorance. For Philoponus, 
it ſeems, as for applying Phlegon's Eclipſe to 
the death of Chriſt, as others had done before him; 
he was forciug Phlegon's teſtimony into his Ser- 
vice, contrary to the expreſs words of Phlegon, 
which then lay before him, and ſo talk'd inconſiſt- 
ently f. 

TRULY Dr. Hes has an excellent opinion of 
Philoponns, both as to ſenſe and honeſty. He ſup- 
poles Philoponus in one Page to bring in Phlc- 
Lon, as placing his Eclipſe in the 2d. year of 
Olympiad 202. and in the next Page to place 
this very Eclipſe of Phlegon without any Au- 
thority in the 4th year, and then to argue 
gravely upon it, that Phlegon's Eclipſe is the 
tame with the darkneſs at the crucifixion of 


e Defenſe. p. 41. 
t Detenie. p. 42, 
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Chriſt. A very kind and charitable ſuppoſi- 
tion! Thus would the good Doctor ſacrifice 
poor Philoponus for a Knave and a Fool, to 
gratify his own humour, and ſupport a darling 
Hypotheſis. This is forcing Men into ſervice 
with a witneſs, againſt all reaſon and equity. 
But the nature of the caſe will not allow it. 
No reaſonable Man, that ever looked into 
Philoponus, can ſeriouſly doubt, that he read in 
Phlegon the 4th not the 2d year of Ol. 202. 
One would really be apt to imagine, that this 
ſuggeſtion of Dr. Sykes was owing to a ſlender 
acquaintance with the Character and Writings 
of Philoponus. He was a Man of great Parts, 
great Study, and great Learnings; and had the 
name of Philoponus from his Diligence and La- 
bours. Beſides his Philoſophical Comments 
upon Ariſtotle, which are numerous and much 
eſtcem'd, there are two Theological Pieces now 
extant, which are ſtanding proots of his Abi— 
lities; one is an Expoſition upon the Moſaical 
Hiſtory of the Creation in {even Books, (from 
whence the Paſlages abovementioned are ex- 
trated) and the other a confuration of Procizs 
the Philoſopher, who maintain'd the Eternity 
of the World. Both theſe I have read, and I 
am fully ſatisfied from thence, that ſhuffling 
and ſelfcontradiction were practices much lets 
known to Joannes Philopouss , than to ſome 
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modern Writers. He had too much acumen 
and integrity to quote ure from Phlegen in 
one Page, and to argue upon rr in ano- 
ther. And if ſuch a groſs repugnancy did ap- 
pear in the preſent Text of Philoponus, a Can- 
did and ingenuous Reader would rather have 
ſuſpected ſome fault in his Text, than down- 
right fraud and folly in the Author himſelf. 
Eſpecially as the preſent Edition of Philoponus 
is very corrupt“, as I could ſhew in a great 
number of inſtances. There is hardly a Chap- 
ter in the Book without groſs depravations : 
and few there are more plain and obvious 
than this before us. I make no doubt, but 4 
Sure fra Was put by the Copyiſt or Editor 
for re. tra. Such miſtakes in tranſcribing 
numerals arc oſten committed; and the nume- 
ral 9. particularly is frequently confounded 
with the initial Letter of Rurega, and by that 
means Fury in many other Books has becn 
ditcoverd to be written inſtead of rdf. 
How tar Dr. Hes will acquieſce in this Emen- 
dation, I cannot tell; but I am not apprchen- 
live, that a majoriry of Criticks will diſpute it. 


VI. 

NoTWITHSTANDING the plain Repreſenta- 
tion of Phlegon's words, which Ferom has gi- 
h Non ſatis diligenter ubique in Græcis deſcribendis verſatam 
eſie editorem teſtatus eſt Lambecius; qui ex codem Codice novam 
hujus operis editionem daturum ſe promiſit cum notis, in ſupple- 

mento, quod meditabatur, Bihliothecæ Pauum. Fabric. ubi ſup. 
ven 
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ven us above, yet, it ſeems, even Jerom him- 
telf oyerthrows that very Reading of Phlegon, 
which before he ſo plainly exhibited. For Fe- 
rom, ſays Dr. Sykes, has actually fix'd the Paſſage 
of Phlegon zo the 3d year of the 2024 Olympiad, 
at the ſame time, that he gives us the words quar- 
to anno in the 4th year. For a clear proof of 
which, the Doctor lays before the Reader Fe- 
roms Chronology in this point, juſt as it ſtands 
at preſent in Scalzgers Edition of his Lam 
Chronicon. But to this I reply, that Ferom's 
quarto anno is ſo far from loſing any of its force 
and Authority by this ſuggeſtion, that it abſo- 
lately diſproves the ſuggeſtion itſelf. For the 
quarto anno Ol. 202. are Jeroms own words, 
politive and expreſs, certain and unqueſtiona- 
ble; whereas the Doctor's ſuggeſtion, that he 
fixed the Paſlage of Phlegon in Ol. 202. 3. has 
no other foundation, than that diſpoſition or 
correſpondence of years and facts, which Scali- 
ger gives us in his Edition of Ferow's Chroni- 
con. According to this indeed, Phlegor is pla- 
ced under the 3d year of Ol. 202, but I will 
be bold to aflert, that any argument drawn 
from hence is very weak and inconſiderable. 
For iſt. It is plain, that Jerom here docs no— 
thing but tranſlate Euſebius; now Euſebius, as 
Scaliger ſnews , and Dr. Sykes allows, places 
Phlegon in the 4th year of Ol, 202, How then 


2 Diſſert p. 459 
k Scal. Animadv. in Euſeb. p. 179, 


H 2 ſhould 
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ſhould Jerom, who according to Dr. S. is ſo 
near a tranſlator), place him in the zd of the 
ſame Olympiad ? Is it likely, that Jerom in his 
tranſlation of Fuſebius, ſhould repreſent Euſe- 
bins ſo different from himſelf? 2. Arnaldus Pop: 
tacus m, who publiſhed the Latin Chronicon with 
much more care and accuracy than Scaliger from 
a great number of Manuſcripts, informs us, 
that in ſome MSS. Phlegon is placed a ycar low- 
cr, in the 19th of Tiberius, or Ol. 202. 4. 
And tis very well known, and has been often 
obſerved by very Learned Men, Valeſiusn, Ba- 
luzius o, Dodell b, and Dr. Bentley 9, 2, that Scali- 
gers Edition of that Chronicon is frequently faul- 
ty as to the years, in which hiſtorical facts arc 
ranged. So that Ferom's abſurdity, as the Do- 

Cor ſtiles it, in placing Phlegon under the 3d 
year of Ol. 202, and in tranſlating Phlegon at 
the ſame time quarto anno, is not fo manifeſt, 
as the Learned Doctor may imagine. 

Ir it be ſaid, that according to Ferom, our 
Saviour preached three years after the fifteenth of 
Tiberius * and conſcquently muſt place the 
Paſſion of Chriſt in the 3d year of Olymp. 
202. I reply that Euſebiust, whom Ferom tran- 


1 Diſſert. p. 49. 

m Pontac. Not. in Euſeb. p. 551. 

n Valeſ. Annotat. in Euſeh. Hit. Eecl. Lib. I. cap: V. 

o Baluz. in Lactant. Mort Perſecut. cap. VIII. XVII. | 

p Dodwell. Diſſertat. in Iren. III. F. 2 

q Dr. Bentley's Diſſertat. upon Phataris, p-. 67. 
*Diſſertat. p. 52. 

r Chronic, Græc. p. 188. 
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ſlates and follows, fays the ſame thing, and yet 
he places the Paſſion in the 4th year of Ol. 202. 
and why might not Jerom do ſo too; 

Bor in ſhort, allowing, that Zerom himſelf 
did really fix the Paſſion in Ol. 202. 3., yet 
ſtill the quarto anno of Phlegon ſtands immove- 
able. For we have ſcen above, that the Au- 


thor of the Hifforia Miſcella fixed the Paſſion 


in the fame ycar, and yet applies Phlegoz's E- 
clipſe to the darkneſs at the Paſſion, which he 
aſſures us himſelf, was placed by Phlegor in Ol. 
202. 4. and the XIXth of Tiberius. Why then 
may not Ferom agree with Phlegon's quarto anno, 
as well as that Latin Hiſtorian? And why muſt 
Ferow's Chronology invalidate it ſo much, when 
the other's affects it ſo little? I can ſee no ſuch 
diſparity in the two cafes, to make ſuch a dif- 
ference in Authority. 

IV. Dr. Sykes for five or ſix Pages together 
makes ſome very feint attempts to ſet up Eu- 
ſebius againſt Phlegon. He tells us of omiſſions 
and inaccuracies, which he ſometimes is guilty 
of, that he heaps together in one and the ſame year 
things which happened ſeveral years both before 
and after the year he is ſpeaking of. And then 
he aſſures us, that we caunot be certain that Phle- 
gon's Eclipſe happened this year, mcrely vecauſe Eu- 
ſebius has cited it under this year. But upon 
a little recollection finding that all this was 


＋ See p. 31, 32. 
Diſſertat. p. 45, 46. 


* 


foreign 


128282 


62 Objections removed. 


foreign to the point, that the mere words of 
Euſebius were nothing to the Chronological Cha- 
raclers of Phlegon himiclt, he drops contented- 
ly this amuſing digreſſion as of no coniequence ; 
and therefore 10 fave both the Reader and my 
ſelf any ncedlets trouble, I readily conſent to 
drop it too. 

HAvinG now run thro' the ſeveral objections 
of Dr. Hles, which are founded upon anticnt 
Authorities, it may not be amiſs to make a 
ſhort recapitulation of what has hitherto been 
ſaid. 

I have ſhewn then in the foregoing Pages, 
that all the diſpute at preſent between Dr. Sykes 
and us concerning Phlegon, muſt turn upon the 
reading of Phlegous words, and that this rcad- 
ing muſt be ſcttled according to thoſe rules 
of Criticiſm, and that kind of proof, which 
are generally made uſc of and allow'd in ſuch 
cales. I have ſhewn moreover, that the com- 
mon reading of Phlegon is ſupported by Au- 
thority and Evidence of this ſort, as great as 
almoſt any Fragment of Antiquity can pretend 
to, and by much greater than falls to the ſhare 
of molt Fragments, which are yet receiv'd and 
unconteſted by the Learned. I have alſo ob- 
viated the ſeveral objections and difſhcultics, 
which have been raiſed by Dr. S. from Afri- 
anus, Origen, Philoponus and Ferom; and am 
perſwaded that none of them are ſtrong enough 
to prove, that the year of Pylegons Ecliple was 

any 
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any other than the fourth of the 2024 Olym- 
piad. This being done, I might now very fair- 
ly take my leave of Phlegon and Dr. Sykes, having 
performed all, which even in the judgment of 
Dr. S. himſelf, was neccflary towards finiſhing the 
diſpute. But as there till remain ſome diffi- 
culties behind, which tho not affecting imme- 
diately the Text of Phlegon, yet may diſcourage 
the application of it to the darkneſs at the 
Paſſion; 

I proceed in the next place to conſider them 
in thcir order. 


VII. 


I. Dr. S. ſeems to doubt very much, he- 


ther Phlegon's Is can denote any other than 
a zeal and natural Eclipſe. Indeed if it cannot, 
then he could not ſpeak of the Eclipſe at the Paſ- 
ſion, which was certainly preternatural. But no 
ſubſtantial reaſon can be given, why the Greet 
word muſt be thus reftrained. In its primary 
and original ſignification it certainly imports 
any ſort of de fectust; and tho' it became a term 
in Aſtronomy, and was uſed to ſignify a 2 
tural Eclipſe either of Sun or Moon, yet nci- 
ther Aſtronomers nor Hiſtorians were debarred 


t Eſt Eclipſis vox Græca, ab cxacrw deficio, quit deligniun: 
aut D:fe4ionem ſigniſicat, unde ægri & moribundi, cum de/iguiun; 
animi, & languor letalis eos corripit, in #/ip/4n incidiſſe dicun- 
tur. Keil, Lectien. Aſtronom, Lect, Al. 
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from applying it to ſuch preternatural Phenome- 
ua, as nearly reſembled a natural Eclipſe in effect 
tho' not in the cau/e. For how ſhould they 
expreſs ſuch preternatural Phenomena at all, but 
by words alrcady in utc? What new name 
ſhould they give them, when they know not 
their nature and cauſe? The molt proper word 
they could uſe to expreſs ſuch Phenomena is 
NE; for as they arc ſuppoſed to be very 
like a natural Eclipſe, no one word could ex- 
preſs that likeneſs ſo well as txAwuyus. Exoms 
or any other word would be low and jcjunc, 
very ſhort and defective. So that neceſlity 
and propricty too would prompt them to ule 
the other. And here I have two very excel- 
lent Judges of Language Crotius and Huetius 
concurring with me; whole Authority, I be- 
lieve, may be laid in the balance with that of 
the Learned Dr. Hes. The firſt ſays *, EXE 
mew Sol dict poſſit, cum quodis modo deficit, The 
latter f, Quocumque modo Sol acficiat, ELAET EY 
dici poteſt, & omuis defects, five ordinarius, ſive 
exiraordinarius, eſt NED. 

Ir Dr. Sykes ſhould ask me, but is not txa«- 
as in Phlegon more naturally and caſily under- 
ſtood of a vatural Eclipſe ? 1 grant it. But thc 
queſtion at preſent is, whether it muſt wereſ/a- 
rily be fo underſtood, If not, if it may be un- 
derſtood of one that is preternatural, then in 


* Grot. in Matt. XXVII. 45. 
+ Huct, Demonſt. Evang. Propoi, III. p. 29. Ed. 6. 
the 
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the preſent caſe it is no argument for altering 
the date of it. But do any Writers in fact, ſays 
Dr. Sykes, ever call à darkneſs extraordinary 
an Eclipſe? Perhaps not, becauſe there might 
never be known before a darkneſs extraordinary 
enough to be called fo. The darkneſs at the 
Paſſion might perhaps be the only one ſo near- 
ly reſembling an Eclipſe, as to deſerve the name. 
And, I hope, of ſuch preternatural darkneſs Dr. 
Sykes docs not expect many inſtances to be pro- 
duced, Nay one beſides this is more than can 
reaſonably be demanded; for as there mult 
be a fr/t time for calling preternatural Phæno- 
mena by improper names; it might as well bc= 
gin in this caſe as in any other. 

HoWEVER to ſatisfy Dr. Sykes, I can produce 
ſome inſtances of ſuch expreſſions both in Grecſ 
and Latin Writers. Dio" ſays, that among o- 
ther Prodigics which preceded Auguſtuss Death, 
there was a total Felipſe of the Sun, oz 20 N 
Ta; ezeme. And Ferom ſays, Defectio Solis 
acta. The verb eZ:me here without a caſe af- 
ter it, is as proper an Aſtronomical Term, as i 
as. And yet it docs not mean a natural Z- 
clipſe; for as Dr. Sykes acknowledges, no 
ſuch total Eclipſe Happen d at Rome within; 
eight years of his death. Wherefore Cnivijfins * 

u Lib. 56. p. 589. XS... Defenſe. f. 53. 

x Refert Dio etiam Eclipſin Solis accidiſſe ante mortem Au 
guſti, ubi So/ totus obſcuratus fit, que Eclipſis nallibi wyenttur, 


Credibile videtur, quemadmodum Xerxe tranſeunte Helleſpontum, 


Phenomenon in Sole accidit, quo lumen amifit, & quod cladem 
. Græciæ 
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ingenuouſly reſolves this Eclipſe of Dio into an 
extraordinary Phenomenon. To anſwer, that 
Dio and Ferom may both be miſtaken, is tri- 
fling and groundleſs, without any Authority 
but fancy and conjecture. Again. Servins? 
tells us, that at Julius Ceſar's death there was 
a Solis defectus from the ſixth hour till Night; 
which therefore could not be zarzzral; and yet 
he expreſſes it by defeclus, which among the 
Latins* was the current term for an Eclipſe, as 
AN Was among the Greeks. 

ANOTHER inſtance of this kind we have in 
the old and excellent Scholiaſt upon Ariſtophanes. 
That Author tells usa, that when Stratocles 
Was Archon Ol. LXXXVIIL 4. at the time that 
(leon was cholen General by the Athenians, there 
happened an Eclip/e of the Moon in the Month 
Beearomion, Which anſwers to part of our Sch. 
tember and October. Now it is certain, as Mr. 
Doawell® has ſhewn at large, that the day up- 
on which this Eclipſe is ſaid to have happen— 
cd, was thc zoth of the Month Bocaromion, cal - 
led by the Athenians wn & vez, or the laſt day 
of the old and the firſt of the new Moon. How 


Crxcix portendit, ita tale quid accidiſſe ante mortem Auguſti. 
Opus Chronolog. p. 430. 

* Conttat occilo Crfare in Senatu, pridie Iduum Martiarum 
Solis fiiſſs diſictum, ab hori fexti uſque ad noctem. -In Georgic. 
I. v. 46b. Vid. & Plin. Lib. 2. c. zo. 

2 wo Pin. Lib. 2. cap. VI, VII, VIII, IX, X. Ed. Hard. 

%ig ryivero L£82.4v2G — £74 Tree M* Bend oo. vii. Schol. 
in 2 Nub. v. 584. 
b Dodwell. de Cycl, Vet. p 32, ſeq. 


then 
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then could there happen any proper Fclipſe of 
the Moon? Or how could the Scholiaſt ſuppoſe 
any ſuch to happen? And yet, we lee, he calls 
this defectio of the Moon an ub, and by 
this word interprets that verſe in Ari/fophanes. 
H Tex d eZ yt Tas odss* 

The ſame Scholiaſt© tells us, that at this very 
time (when Cleo was elected General) there 
was likewiſe an Eclhſe of the Sun. What! 
a natural and proper Eclipſe of both the Sun 
and the Moon at the fame time? That's impoſ- 
ſible. So knowing and diligent a Perſon, as 
this Scholiaſt appears to be, could never imagine 
ſuch a Paradox to be real and probable. But 
as the Poet intimates by theſe lines of his Cho- 
rus the Clouds, 


Tas Ppus cu⁰n,hm nz, 
Keams us Java” 

That when Cleow was choſen General *, the 

weather was very cloudy, dark and tempeſtu- 


© Haſs ih nate m Tl. in, Kiture; yNogTemay, 
Id. ad v. 585. | 
* Mr. Dodwell ( Cycl. Vet. p. 35.) and the great Eze- 
chiel Spanheim (Not. in loc.) think, that Ariſtophanes here does 
not ſpeak of Cleon's firſt expedition to Pylus, avhich aua Ol. 88. 
4. but his "ww into Thrace, Ol. 89. 3. But this is only a con- 
jecture of theirs, and may be plainly diſproved from Ariſtophanes 
himſelf. For theſe lines, in wwhich he ſpeaks of Cleon, awere in the 
firft Edition of the Nei, as the old Scholiaſt aſſures us. Ex T 
err, ſays he, Nether ics mire. Now the TpaTy dN, were 
ated, avhen Iſarchus was Archon, Ol. 89. 1. that is, two years 
before Cleon auent into Thrace, Hem then could Ariſtophaſtes in 
Q/. 89. 1. ſpeak of an expedition of Cleon into Thrace Ol. 89. 3.? 
I 2 Ous, 
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cus, and as he humourouſly repreſents the Sun 
and Moon Eclipſed at this diſmal ſcalon ; 

H Ten d EFν]ẽ ye Tas eds, 0 d Haus 

T Sc Aiũ eis exuTHY ebh“ο⁶ ouwtAxums 

Oò Sa, epaorke vas. 
So the Scholiaſt ſeems to mean no more by his 
As, than ſome remarkable obþ/curatio of the 
Sun and Moon, occaſioned by Clouds and 
Storms, This I take to be the true mcan- 
ing of the Scholiaſt; and this interpretation of 
him frees us at once from all thoſe difhcultics, 
which have given ſo much trouble to many 
Learned Men f. For as to any zatural Eclipſe 
of the Sun or Moon at that time, all Writers 
agree there was none. 

THESE few Authorities then may ſerve to 
ſhew, that as to the word kx NS no juſt ex- 
ception lies againſt Phlegon. 


VIII 


II. A ſecond difficulty, which is artfully 
and ſpeciouſly urged by Dr. S. d is this. That 
Phlegon's words expreſſly mention, or hint at no- 
thing but an Eclipſe of the Sun, nothing preterna- 


rural or extraordinary: now had he deſigned a pre- 


ternatural Eclipſe of the Sun at the time of full 


+ Dodwell. de Cycl. Vet. p. 32. ſeq. 
_ Petit. Eclog. Chron. Lib. IV. cap. XII. 
Ezechiel. Spanhem, in Ariſtoph. p. 285, 286, Ed, Kuſt, 
Diſſertat. p. 65. Defenſe, p. 10, 11. 
Moon; 
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Moon, tis ſcarce poſſible for him not to have ta- 
ken notice of 27. S that Phlegon's omiſſion of 
ſuch a circumſtance, is a very ſtrong argument, 
that he was not ſpeaking of an Eclipſe at the full 
Moon. How abſurd is it to imagine, that an ac- 
curate Man, curious in his accounts of what paſ- 
ſed, ſhould barely take notice of the darkneſs of an 
Eclipſe, and yet that he ſhould not take any notice 
of the duration of the darkneſs for three hours, 
wor of its being at full Moon, nor in ſhort of any 
thing preternatural, and more than ordinarily re- 
markable? That a Man ſo conſiderable for his 
abilities and accuracy in writing, ſhould yet be ſo 
inaccurate, as to omit the only very remarkable cir- 
cumſtances in ſuch events as he mentions, is highly 
improbable in it ſelf. The difficulty is ſtared 
here in the Doctor's words at full length, that 
it might not loſe any of its force by an imper- 
lect Epitome from me. And a difficulty it 
certainly is at firſt ſight, which may happen to 
ſurprize and ſtartle us exceſſively. But when 
we recollect one circumſtance, which Dr. Sykes 
unaccountably forgot, perhaps the ſurprize and 
difficulty too may be ſomething abated. Phle- 
gon did not write his Ohmpiads at the time when 
this Eclipſe happened, but at leaſt an hundred 
years after; for he liv'd as I have ſhewa above, 
in the Emperor Aariar's time, was himſelf a 
libertus or freedman of the Emperor, and carried 
his Chronology down to the firſt year of 0- 

| Iympind 
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Iympiad 229, which is full an hundred years O 
after the death of Chriſt. Now as I apprehend, C 
it is not ſo much to be wondered, that Phlegor, 1 
tho' a wiſe Man and an accurate Chronologer, t! 
ſhould omit many circumſtances of an Eclipſe 0 
which he never ſaw. He was forced to take a 
his accounts of things, from Perſons who might u 
not be accurate Aſtronomers, or exact obſervers h 
of every circumſtance. And therefore it is a | b 
little abſurd in Dr. Sykes to compare, as he does f, x 
the caſe of Phlegon with that of an Hiſtorian, t 
who ſhould live at the very time of ſuch an C 
extraordinary Eclipſe. To which I muſt add, 1 
that the antient Hiſtorians and Chronologers were 0 
ſeldom or never ſo minute and particular in * 
oblcrvations of this kind; they s contented BE 
themſelves very often with a bare mention of 4 
! an Eclipſe, without remarking the time or du- a 
f ration or any article of moment concerning it. 0 
þ And this even in caſes, where ſomething ex— 1 
0 traordinary and ſtriking occurred; as may be 7 
| ſcen in Dio and Servius quoted above. An ac- | 
3 curate Modern might wonder, that neither of 60 
h theſe two Writers ſhould take the leaſt notice ; 
b of the place of the Aoon at the time of their 7 
| Solar Eclipſe; and that one of them ſhould not l 
V drop a ſyllable about the duration, day, or hour 
| e Vid. Fabric. Biblioth. Græc. L. IV. c. XIII. p. 397, 399. 
X f Defenſe. p. 9, 10. 
1 L Vid. Epiſtol, Chranolog, Cl. Alphonſ. des Vignol. adv. 
| H Harduin, p-. 236, Ed. 1708. 
. of 
bi; 
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of his. Yet wonderful as this is, the fact is 
certain, that neither of them ſpeak of a natu- 
ral and proper Eclipſe. And why might not 
the Author, whom Pylegon followed, be as little 


exact and particular? However to make ſome 


amends for his ſilence about the oon, he tells 
us that this Eclipſe ſ was the greateſ# of any that 
had been known before; which ſeems to me to 
be a plain intimation, that it was not a com- 
mon and natural one. Solar Eclipſes and thoſe 
total had been known before", how therefore 
could this be the greateſt of any known before 
in a vatural way? Dr. Sykes replies, that Phle- 
gon by ueylen Tar eyvaouiruy rig, and Fe. 
rom by magna & excellens inter omnes, may 
mean no more than a very great and remark- 
alle one i. Which interpretation of Phlegon 
and FJerom is ſo remarkable, ſo excellens inter 
omnes, that I ſhall not ſay one word to diſprove 
it. But perhaps, as Dr. Sykes replies again, 
this Eclipſe might be ſtiled the greateſt of any 
known before, not as if there never was a great- 
er in no part of the World, but that à greater had 
not been known by any body alive, or in Aſia i- 
nor k. It is poſſible indeed, that it w7ght be ſo; 
but as Phlegon ſays nothing of Alla minor, nor 


+ NM F tne river ee. 

h Vid. Petav. Doctrin. Tempor, I. ih. 8. 
1 Def. p. 67. Diſſertat. P. 77- 

k Defeuſc. p. C8. 
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of any body alive, he need not ſubmit to any 
luch conjectural and precarious limitations. 

ANOTHER remarkable character of Phlegor!'s 
Eclipſe, is the great Earthquake, which he mcn- 
tions as overthrowing à great part of the City Nice f. 
That this Earthquake accompanied the Eclipfe, 
is evident enough from the Text of Phlegor ; 
and Pr. Sykes! himſelf ſeems willing to allow 
it. Now this is a circumſtance very particular 
and extraordinary, not uſual in other common 
Eclipſes; between which and an Earthquake 
there is no viſible connection in Nature, nor 
any obſerved before in Hiſtory. This there— 
fore as it ſerves to diſtinguiſh PHegons Eclipte 
from all others, ſo it ſeems to be a plain in— 
dication, that it was not cxactly of the ſame 
nature with others. But one principal uſe of 
it is to ſhew, that Phlegon's Ecliple muſt be 
different from that of Xepler's in OL 202, 1. 
which he and Dr. Sykes would have to be the 
ſame; tor no Hiffory no Chronicon ever mentions 
a ſyllable of an Earthquake attending that E- 
clipſe. And for want of this circumſtance be— 
fide other reaſons, that Ecliple of Keplcr's has 
no more relation to PH gos, than thoſe rc- 
corded in Thucyaides. 

| cannot dilmils this article, without taking 
notice of a plealant remark, which Dr. Sykes 
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makes upon theſe laſt words of Phlegon. I 
ou will take theſe words rigidly, ſays he, the 
greateſt of any known before, then this will 
prove too much. For when a thing was never 
known before, it is abſurd to call it the moſt 
remarkable, or the greateſt of any known be- 
fore v. Which is nothing but quibble and ſo- 
phiſm. For take but Eclipſe out of its ſtrict 
and rigid ſenſe, and apply it, as it may be and 
is often applied, to any defectus of the Sun, 
and the little difficulty immediately vaniſhes. 
For any one defectus of the Sun may be very 
well compar'd with another, as to efeds and 
circumſtances, tho' they are not ſtrictly of the 
ſame kind, and do not proceed from the ſame 
cauſe. Some may properly be ſaid to be great- 
er or leſs than others, in duration for inſtance, 
or darkneſs and the like, tho' all do not ariſe 
from a natural conjunction of Sun and Moon. 
To this the Dr. adds an elegant picce of 
Criticiſm upon Joannes Philoponus. And there- 
fore Philoponus, who reaſons juſtly from this 
principle, that there never had been ſuch an E- 
clipſe, has added a negative particle to this ci- 
tation, and reads it ueryiqh Tay OTK eyiwouirur 
Wenge, deſigning to intimate that ſuch an one 
had not been known before, tho manifeſtly cor- 
rupting Phlegon f. Never ſure was Philo- 
ponus ſo cruelly treated, as he has been now 
by Dr. Sykes. He is 1ſt, repreſented as corrupt- 


Def. p. 66, + _ 


ing 
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ing Phlegom by inſerting words of his own, and 
next as putting nonſenſe upon him. For it 
ſeems to me to be little leſs than downright 
nonſenſe and contradiction, to ſay an Eclipfe 
was the oreatcft of any not known before, i. e. to 
make a compariſon with what never was. But 
all other Criticks are kinder ro Philoponus, and 
Pronounce Cz a corruption in the Copy, as 
it manifeſtly is. And perhaps Dr. Sykes him- 
ſelf would have uſed him better, if he had found 
him a real friend. 
IX. 

III. The darkneſs at our Saviour's Paſſion was 
not ev'r all the Univerſe, but was peculiar 10 Ju- 
dea, and the Farthquake likewiſe was confined to 
Jeraſalem, or a? moſt 1 Judea, as Origen fully 
proves. Therefore Phlegon mentioning the effects 
of an Earthquake ſeveral hundred Miles off of Ju- 
dca, plainly ſhews, that he ſpeaks of a different 
Farthquake, and a different Eclipſe from that aark- 
eſs and Earthquake, that was peculiar to Judea m. 
It the premiſes here were certainly true, and 
Origen's Authority in this caſe irrefragable, then 
the concluſion would likewiſe be very juſt and 
undeniable. But alais! very little foundation 
is there either for the one or the other. For 

Ift. THE lacred Evangeliſts do not confinc 
the darkneſs and Earthquake to Feruſalem or 
Fudea, Their Phraſe is 7; Tao yw, and é 6 

m Diſlert.. p. 65. L 

CRN 
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ea yw, and thoſe expreſſions are often uſed * 
to ſignify the 2ho/e World, or at leaſt a much 
greater part of it than the Land of Juden; and 
how does it appcar, that in this place they mult 
neceſſarily be reſtrained ? | 

Ink Learned Reland f ſpeaks very well upon 
this head. F any one is of opinion, that the Phraſe 
õ, Qn may ſignify here only the Land of J udea, 
as it does Luke iV. 25. I ſhall not deny it. I con- 
feſs, thoſe words may be ſo underſtood. But let 
him on the other ſide grant to me, that the ſame 
words may ſienify the whole World, as they 
certainly do in thoſe other Paſſages which I have 
produced from the New Teſtament. Let him far- 
ther conſider, that the ſenſe of the words 1s rather 
10 be ſtrengthened and enlarged, than to be weak- 
ened and reſtrained. And that beſides here are 
many places oppoſed to but one; and that the three 
Evangeliſts all make uſe of the ſame expreſſion, not 


* Luke XXI. 35. Rom. IX 47. X. 13. Apocal. V. 6. XIII. 3. 

lau Tw y hic ita ſumendum arbitror, ut apud Lucam II. 1. 
, Tw eixgmily, de Orbe Romano, aut certe de potiſſimã ejus 
parte, Grot. in Matt. XXVII. 45. Vid. Wolfi Curæ Critic, 
& Philolog. Tom. I. p. 407. 

+ Si quis exiſtimet, uti Luc. IV. 25. zz i notat ſalum 
terram Iſraeliticam, ita hie quoque notare poſſe, me non habebit 
repugnantem. Fateor ita poſſe accipi; verum & ipſe mihi viciſſim 
largiatur, eadem verba poſe univerſum terrarum Orbem ſignifi- 
care, uti in aliis iſtis locis ex novo Teſtamento a me productis 
vere ſignificant. Conſideret etiam vim vocum firmandam potius 
& augendam, quam labefatandam & minuendam elle: preterca 
ani loco Luc. IV. 25. opponi multa alia: & non fine emphaſi 
tres Evangeliſtas eodem loquendi modo uſos, & T#mv vel A 
adjeciſſe, qui alias eadem narrantes non ita iiſdem verbis rem eæ- 


primere ſolent. Rel. Palæſtin. Illuſt. Tom, I. cap. V. i 
K 2 with- 
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without a particular Emphaſis, adding Tao and 
% ny, who at other times do not uſe to expreſs the 
ſame thing in the ſame words. Thus far that ex- 
cellent Writer, whoſe Judgment 1s of no ſmall 
weight among the beſt Criticks and Divines. 

2. As to Origen, he does indeed in his La- 
tiz work, which has been quoted above, con- 
fine both Eclipſe and Earthquake to the Land 
of Judea. But how docs he fwlly prove it, as 
Dr. Sykes would perſwade us? Only by a pri- 
vate conjecture of his own, introduced by a 
modeſt Arbitror n; but not one tittle of poſitive 
Evidence does he bring to confirm it. All his 
proof is of the negative kind, founded on a fap- 

oſed ſilence of Pagan Writers, as to ſuch an 
Univerſal darkneſs and Earthquake. But if Ori- 
gen had not collected accounts from all parts 
of the World, of an Earthquake and Eclipſe at 
the time of our Saviour's Paſſion, does that prove 
Fully or at all, that there were 30 accounts of 
ſuch events in any part of the World at that 
time beſides Judea? Is it neceſſary to ſuppoſe, 
that Origen at that time knew all that had been 
written about them? That he had ſeen all the 
Memoirs of what had paſſed in India, Ethiopia, 
Scythia, or in any other part of the World? 
Or is it impoſſible, that Origen might ſay this, 
becauſe he could not eaſily apply ſuch accounts 


n Arbitror ergo; ſicut cxtera ſigna quæ facta ſunt in Paſſione 
ipſius, in Hieruſalem tantummodo facta ſunt ; ſic & tenebræ tan- 
tummodo ſuper omnem terram Judzam ſunt factæ uſque ad ho. 
ram nonam. "Traftat, 35. in Matt, | 


ro 
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to his own time of the Paſſion? Thallus, and 
Phlegon, and many others might be known to 
take notice of an extraordinary Earthquake and 
Eclipſe ; and yet Origen might imagine that they 
gave uo accounts of ſuch things as done at that 
time, i. e. at the Paſſion, as fixed by him. Sure- 
ly ſuch a bare conjecture of Orrger's, ſo ſlight- 
ly ſupported, can neyer amount to a full proof, 
that the darkneſs and Earthquake at the Paſſion 
were peculiar to Judea. But ſo it happens, when 
Men have any darling Hypotheſis. Every thing, 
that ſeems in the leaſt to favour it, is a fall 
roof; but all againſt it is good for nothing. 
I would ask the Learned Dr. Sykes, why Afri- 
canus does not afford us as fall proof, that the 
darkneſs and Earthquake were extended be- 
yond Fudea, as Origen docs of the contrary ? 
Africanus declares exprefily, that there was 4 
moſt dreadful darkneſs & Ys r x0ous all 
over the World; that the Rocks were rent by an 
Earthquake, and many places in Judea, and m the 
other parts of the Earth were thrown down 9, Why 
is not this as convincing as Origens arbitror on 
the other ſide ? Africanus was as antient as Ori- 
gen, as knowing in Hiſtory as Origen, and as far 
as I can find, as honeſt and careful. Why then 
is a bare conjecture of the one better proof 
than a poſitive aſſettion of the other, in a mat- 


o Ka Jaw 74 wougy oxirD» di org Furwd & 
«i ira dissen, & ru m leudxiat ꝙ i gerd v xav4- 
0 Lats 


ter 


— — 
R 2 — 


- ow - 


— 


o — — 


—— . — —2ĩÄ— RU GO oe 


ä——U———Dœ A———— — as — . — 
- - ” I — — 


2 „ 


— ũ-ů— 2 7*ne 
+ - 


ry 
— 


—— — 4 


— — — os 


8855 


Dr 
3 — 4 


- 


* - — 


———— — - 23 „ 
—— — 
po — - 


78 Objetions removed. 


ter of fact? But to deſtroy effectually this proof 
of Origen, full as it appears to Dr. Sykes, I muſt 
once more appeal to the genuine Origen, who 
in his Greek Work againſt Celſus, as I have ob- 
ſerved above, makes no ſcruple to acknow- 
ledge Phlegon as a witneſs both of the Eclipſe 
and great Earthquake at the Paſſion of Chriſt p. 
I now leave the Reader to judge, which Origen 
is of molt Authority. He who appears only 
in a barbarous Latin Tranſlation, which few 
value ſo much as Dr. Sykes, or he who is {till 
extant in his original Greek, He who at one 
time offers a private opinion, or he who after 
more experience and conſideration, thinks fit 
to rctract it. He who propoſes a conjecture, 
when he was younger and leſs knowing, or 
he who corrects it, when he was older and 
wilcr. 


To all which let me add, that the Antients 
in general extended the darkneſs and Earth- 
quake of the Paſſion beyond Judea. It is a 
mundi caſus with Tertullian g, with Arnobius r 
univerſa mundi ſunt elementa turbata, with the 
Author of the Recognitiones Clementis probably 
older than both, o ez (Chriſto) compaſſus eſi 


p Used The da Triozgacv Kai N νανενmsege. — Kal m2: ME TA- 
AN EEIEMQN Ti Ve ινj,¼e & De. Lib. II. p. 80. 

q Apologet: c. 21. Eum Mundi caſum relatum in archivis ve- 
ſtris habetis. 

Cum Mundi caſum vocat, ſatis cavit, ne Judas peculiaris Cres 
deretur. Grot. in Matt XXVII. 45. | 

r Arnob. Adv. Gent. L. 1. p. 32, 


mul» 


Sun not obſtrufted by Clouds &c. 79 


mundus, omnis mundus commotus ſ. Now theſe 
Writers concurring with Africanus and the 
Greek Origen arc, I think, conſiderable Evidence 
againſt any Modern, who ſhall pleaſe to aſſert 
without any Authority in Antiquity, that the 
darkneſs and Earthquake were bath peculiar to 


Judea. 
£ 


IV. Tas laſt difficulty that lies in our way, 
is this, That Phlegon not only calls his Eclipſe, 
an Eclipſe of the Sun, but he adds likewiſe, that 
the Stars appeared in Heaven. Now had he in- 
tended any darkneſs, but what aroſe from a true 
and proper Eclipſe, he could not have added this 
circumſtance, becauſe whatever obſtructed the rays 


of the Sun, would much more oL/trutt the light of 


the Stars. Very true, if the rays of the Sun 
had been obſtructed by Clouds. But how does 
Dr. S. know, that the Sun was obſtrudted in 
this manner? Mere ſuppoſitions, which have 
no other ground but fancy and private conjc- 
ture, are worth nothing, at leaſt they can 


prove nothing. It is much more probable, that 


this darkneſs was the ſame in Efec# with that 


of an Eclipſe, tho' excceding it in Degree. As 


it was preternatural in it ſelf, ſo it was likely 
to be very far remoyed from any ordinary 


ſ Lib. I. 5. XLI. 
t Diſſertat. p. 67, 68. 
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8 CONCLUSION. 


cauſe of darkneſs, ſuch as thick Clouds, Fogs &c. 
This is the opinion of Grotiusu, and as 1 con- 
ccive one of equal weight and influence with 
that other of Dr. Sy{es. So that for any thing, 
which Dr. S. can ſhew to the contrary, Stars 
might appear in the Heavens in the darkneſs at 
the Paſſion, as well as in a proper Eclipſe. 


3 


CONCLUSION. 


THEsE are all the difficulties and objections, 
which, as far as I can find, are ſtarted by the 
Learned Dr. Sykes againſt our reading of Phle- 
on. And rhele being anſwered fully and care- 
fully, and the Text of Phlegon ſufficiently vin- 
dicated and eſtabliſhed, as I hope, in the Pa- 
ges preceding has been done in ſome meaſure, 
the conſequence is, that all the ſuſpicions of 
Kepler, together with his Solar Eclipſe, muſt 
of courſe be given up as foreign and of no 
conſequence. For what is an Eclipſe in Ol. 
202. 1. to that of Phlegon in the fourth year of 
the ſame Olympiad ? | 
LET the calculations of the former Eclipſe 
be made never ſo exact, let them ſhew to an 
inſtant at what time it began, how long it 
laſted, and where its Central Shadow paſſed, 
yet ſtill, ſo long as the preſent Reading of Phle- 


u Non interpoſita Lund, ut quæ tum plena eſſet, neque aube 
obdudtta, fed modo quadam hominibus ignots. Grot. ubi ſup. 
gon 


CONCLUSFOGE Mn 


gon ſtands, it cannot be the ſame with Phlegon's, 
becauſe it happened 4 years before it, and 4 
years in this caſe are as good as forty. No one 
I ſuppole will venture to aflert, or endeavour 
to prove it impoſſible 4 priori, that Phlegors 
ſhould take any notice in his Chronicles of that 
extraordinary darknels, which happened at the 
Paſſion. If fo, then the fact it ſelf, viz. that 
Phlegon did actually take notice of it, if affirm- 
cd, muſt be proved from Phlegon himſelf, if de- 
nied, diſproved from the fame Author. This 
ſcems to me to be the ſureſt, the moſt proper, 
and the moſt compendious way of deciding the 
Controverſy ; and for this reaſon, I have here 
confined myſelf to a ſtrict examination of Phle- 
gon s words. The ifluc of which is, that Ph/e- 
gon, in my opinion, docs manifeſtly appear to 
have fixed his Eclipſe in Olympiad cc11. 4. and 
the direct conſequence of this is, that as by 
Dr. Sykes's confeſſion no natural Eclipſe of the 
Sun did happen that ycar, Phlegon's Eclipſe muſt 
be judged by all, who place the Paſſion of 
Chriſt in that year, to rclate to the darkneſs at 
the Paſſion. This, I ſay muſt be the conſe- 
quence, while the Reading of Phlegon is ſuch, 
as I have here repreſented it. If it can fairly 
be ſhewn to be otherwiſe by better Evidence, 
1 ſhall make no ſcruple to admit it, and ſhall 
agree with Dr, Shes in dropping this Teſtimony. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


ERTULLIAN ſpeaking to the Romans 

concerning our Saviour's Paſſion, has the 
following Paſſage. Fodem momento dies media 
(vulg. medium) Orberm ſignante Sole ſubducta eſt. 
Deliquium utique putauerunt, qui id quoque ſuper 
Chriſto predicatum nou ſcierunt : ratione non de- 
prehensd, negaverumi: & tamen eum mundi caſum 
relatum in arcanis veſiris habetis. At the ſame 
inſlant (that our Saviour expired upon the Croſs) 
the mid-day Licht was withdrawn, the Sun ſeal- 
ing up his Orb. They truly, who did not know, 
that this event too was propheſied of Chriſt, took 
this darkneſs for a (natural) Eclipſe; and when 
they could not account for it (philoſophically), they 
then denied the fact it ſelf. And yet you have 
this fact related in your own (publick) Records &. 
A noble Appcal this to the Roman Præſides! 
Bur there is one Sentence in it, which appcars 
to Dr. Sykes, as it ſtands at preſent, very 44%. 
cult and hardly intelligible f. The difficulty with 
him is, how the ſame perſons that at fr/t thought 
t a natural Eclipſe, ſhould afterwards, when they 
were told it was a preteruatural Eclipſe, deny that 
there was any Eclipſe at all, either natural or pre- 
ternatural. For which reaſon, to make all eaſy 


Tertullian. Apolog. cap. xx1. See Haverc. in loc. 
T Def. p. 43. Diſſertat. p. 36, 37. 


aud 


POSTSCRIPT 8; 


and good ſenſe, the Doctor would inſert a ne- 
gative particle in it, and explains the whole in 
this manner. Thoſe, ſays he, who knew nothing 
of a Prophecy, that God deſigned to cauſe the Sun 
at that time to be Eclipſed, did (not) imagine, 
that that extraordinary darkneſs proceeded from an 
Eclipſe, whereas in reality it did proceed from an 
Eclipſe : They not conſidering nor imagining the 
reaſon of ſuch a preternatural darkneſs, denied 
that there could be an Eclipſe, contrary to known 
fact, and to what their own accounts bear witneſs 
to K. By which Interpretation and Criticiſm, 
the Doctor, as I apprehend, has quite deſtroy- 
ed the whole Thought and Senſe of Tertullian, 
and made it ten times more obſcure and per- 
plexed than it was before. The Learned Fa- 
ther never intended to ſay, that theſe Adver- 
ſaries did act imagine the darkneſs at the Paſſion 
to have been an Eclipſe, but juſt the contrary, 
that at firſt they did imagine it to be ſo. And 
that this is the true meaning of Tertullian, is 
evident from that very Paſſage of Origen, which 
Dr. Sykes had produced before, and made ſo 
much noiſe with. For there we find the Pa- 
gans firſt aſſerting, that at the time of Chriſt's 
Paſſion there was nothing but a common and natu- 


ral Eclipſe of the Sun f. But when Origen had 


Def. p. 43, 44 3 N 
+ Dicunt, quia ſicut ſolet fieri in Solis defectione, he ſacta 


eſt tune Defectio. Orig. ub. ſup. 
Ser above. p. 43, 45» 


confil- 


ore 


confuted this pretence, then they proceed to 
queſtion the fact it ſelf * juſt like the Men in 
Tertullian, who at firſt called the darkneſs at 
the Paſſion a common Eclipſe, Deliquium uti- 
que putaverunt ; but when they found, this dark- 
neſs could not be a common Eclipſe, and was 
not to be accounted for upon principles of Phi- 
loſophy, then rather than admit it to be pre- 
ternatural and miraculous, they deny the fact 
it ſelf, ratzone non deprehensd, negavrrunt. Where 
is the dithculty in all this? And how could the 
Doctor perceive any, unleſs he was diſpoſed for 
a nodum in ſcirpo? Jo me the words and ſenſe 
are ſo clear, as to need no Comment, and ex- 
clude all miſtake. The particle ao indeed would 
make Tertullian very unintclligible, and rhe 
Dr.'s Paraphraſe is beyond my comprehenſion. 
The Pagans, ſays the Doctor, aid not imagine 
the darkneſs 10 be an Eclipſe, What did they 
imagine it to be then? To be preternatural, or 
zothing ? If the firſt, why did they deny the fact 
at all? If the latter, why did they not deny it 
in the firſt inſtanee, without demurring upon it 
a while, till the atio of it could not be found? 
Again. In realty, ſays the Doctor, it did pro- 
ceed from an Eclipſe. What a natural Eclipſe ? 
That's what no Chriſtian Father would affirm. 
Or was it no natural Eclipſe, but an extraordi- 
nary darkneſs? Then the Doctor's ſentence in 
effect is this, that the darkneſs at the Paſſion 
Sec above, p. 45, 46. | 


proceed- 


FO STSCRFP'T Su 


proceeaed from an extraorainary darkneſs, which, 
I think, is no very good ſenſe; it being a little 
difficult to me to conceive, how a darkneſs can 
be ſaid to proceed from a darkneſs. Once more. 


They not confidering nor imagining the reaſon of 


ſuch a preternatural darkneſs, denied that there 
could be an Eclipſe, contrary to known fact, and 
zo what their own accounts bear witneſs to. Here 
we have Jargon and Ambiguities again. For 
what is the meaning of Eclipſe ? The Doctor, 
who appears ſuch an Encmy to an improper 
uſe of that word, ſhould mean a 2atural Eclipſe. 
And then, where is the wonder, in the Pagans 
denial of a natural Eclipſe, if the darkneſs was 
really preternatural ? But if his Eclipſe means no 
more than an extraordinary darkneſs, why does 
he uſe that word to explain Tertullian, which 
is not in Tertullian himſelf, and ſerves only to 
obſcure his ſenſe ? This is to ſhew, how wide- 
ly Dr. Sykes has miſtaken the true ſenſe of Ter- 
tullian, and how far his Paraphraſe is from 
clearing it. The Father's Text is plain and pure 
enough already, and wants no new inſertions 
of negative particles 3 and that interpretation of 
it, which 1 have given above, has been ad- 
mitted without any difficulty by Foſeph Srali- 
ger k, and the late very Learned Editor of the 
Apology, ene Havercamp f. 


* Scal. Animady, in Euſeb. p. 171, 
T Not. in loc. 


I can- 


renner 


I cannot conclude this head, without doing 
a piece of Juſtice to two great Men, Grotius 
and Huetius, upon whom Dr. Sykes on occaſion 
of this Paſſage of Tertullian has thrown ſome 
very rude and injurious Aſperſions. Theſe ex- 
cellent Writers in their quotations of Tertullian 
had omitted the words, ratione nom de pre hensd 
negaverunt, Upon which Dr. Sykes breaks out 
into this ſevere cenſure of them. Such careleſs 
citations of Authors can hardly be reconciled to Truth 
and Faithfulneſs; and ſhew, how little truſt is to 
be placed in quotations from any Writer, whilſt 
they are not the ſubject of any Controverſy ; or 
elſe it ſhews, that theſe great Men ſaw the diffi- 
culty, and omitted what they did, becauſe they 
could not well tell how to account for it x. Be- 
hold the ſagacity of the Doctor in ſmelling and 
diſcovering a Plot! Afoaerns and Antients arc, it 
ſeems, all alike in making wrong citations; all 
are to be ſuſpected of carrying on ſome ſiniſter 
ends and deſigns by them, except one faithful 
Admirer of Truth and Sincerity. But pray, 
what difficulty did theſe great Men ſee, that could 
deter them from citing Tertullian faithfully ? 
Were they afraid, think you, of publiſhing an 
idle objection of the Pagans > Why ſhould zhey 
be more afraid, than Tertullian himſelf? And 
why ſhould they be diſcouraged from publiſh- 
ing ſuch an objection as this, when they had 
publiſhed twenty others much more conſidgr. 

Def. p. 47. a 


able ? 


POSTSCRIPT. 35, 


able? Good Doctor, be not quite ſo jealous 
and ſuſpicious ; honeſty and ſincerity are not yet 
confined to one ſingle Perſon. As to theſe 
two Writers, I believe, I can give a very good 
account of their omiſſions in citing Tertullian. 
You muſt know, the words ratione non depre- 
hensd negaverunt, were firſt publiſhed from a 
MS. of Fuld by Rigaltius in 1635 *; in all the 
Editions before this they were wanting ; and 
even that of Pamelius, in the ſame year, tho 
it pretends to follow exactly Rigaltiuss Text, 
has left them out. Is it not therefore very 
poſſible and probable too, that Grotius and 
Huetius might make thcir extracts from ſome 
Edition of Tertullian, which had not theſe 
words? For my own part, I had rather ſup- 
poſe this to be the caſe; and whether ſuch 
a ſuppoſition may be juſtly admitted, I leave 
to the arbitration of better Judges. 


* Ratione non depreh.] Utiliter imo neceſſariè his augeri de- 
bebat Tertull. ut fecit Rig. ex præclaro Cod. Fuld. Legebatur 
anteà, non ſcierunt, Et tamen &c. Haverc. in loc. 
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P. 16. Note a. 1. 1. fro eimeyres, J. E17TEVT £6. I. 4. & 10. pro Av = 
mide J. o ο⁰νẽο⁰eg. P. 27. N. t. 777 «Ty |, 4. . 55. 6 25 
P. 84. perceive, / perceive, 
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